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Congressional Dictators 


Something is drastically wrong when a 
couple people control how most members in 
our U.S. Congress vote on legislation. It is 
time to examine how House leaders such as 
the Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi and 
Senate leaders can nearly completely control 
how the members of their party vote in their 
respective bodies of Congress. 

There are a number of ways they accom- 
plish this control. Getting elected to these 
two offices requires huge amounts of money. 
This is especially true for the U.S. Senate. 
U.S. senators must raise millions of dollars 
to get elected, and once elected to office, 
they spend almost 100 percent of their time 
fundraising so they can get reelected. The 
elected U.S. representatives also spend a 
large part of their time raising money. 

The House and Senate heads control com- 
mittee assignments, what legislation will 
get voted on, and how party money will be 
spent. This is extremely important for mem- 
bers running for reelection. These powerful 
leaders might even support an opponent in a 
state to run against a noncompliant member 
of their party — someone who does not vote 
as demanded. These are just a few examples. 

All of this control over our elected officials 
is only possible because we elect people to of- 
fice who violate their oath of office by voting 
for legislation that is clearly unconstitutional, 
and once elected have only one goal once 
they get into office. That one goal is to get 
reelected as many times as they choose. 

Another major problem is an uneducated 
electorate. If the people voting for these cor- 
rupt politicians would vote them out of of- 
fice once they violate their oath of office, 
that would end the control over them by the 
party leaders. Unfortunately our current edu- 
cational systems at all levels no longer teach 
the basic principles of government and good 
citizenship responsibilities. 

WILLIAM B. BAKER 
Elkhart, Indiana 


American History Is History 


A newspaper article I just read had this 
headline: “Even George Washington May 
Be Erased From Our Past.” A school in San 
Francisco has a mural of Washington’s life 
(done in 1936 as a WPA project) depicting 
all the phases of his life — including the 
fact that he had slaves. Some activists are 
saying that the mural should be gone. They 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


say it’s traumatizing the students. Yet for the 
previous 83 years the students weren’t trau- 
matized, or we never heard of it. 

Nowadays many of our students know little 
of Washington. A friend related a remarkable 
story aman told him about a conversation the 
man had with his son — it was after-dinner 
conversation. The man asked his son, who 
was soon to graduate from high school with 
honors, what he knew about George Washing- 
ton. The young man admitted he only knew 
that Washington had slaves! 

Did you know that you can graduate from 
Harvard with a history major without tak- 
ing an American History class? Fifty-three 
undergraduate history programs of the 76 
highest-ranked colleges don’t require even a 
single American History course to fulfill the 
history major. I wonder when this thinning 
of the history requirement started. 

If you have a student nearly finished with 
high school, ask him or her a few simple 
questions. For instance: name as many of 
the Founders of the country as you can. Who 
wrote the Declaration of Independence? What 
year was it written? From what country were 
the colonists declaring their independence? 
How many Colonies were there? Who was 
the general over the entire Continental Army? 
What Frenchman helped us win the Revolu- 
tionary War? Who presided over the Consti- 
tutional Convention in 1789? What are the 
three branches of government? Who was our 
first president? For that matter, also ask some 
modern-day questions. Who was the Supreme 
Commander of the Allied forces in World War 
II? Who was the first man to set foot on the 
moon? What year was that? What was Pearl 
Harbor? 

It’s as if there is a concerted effort to 
minimize or erase our nation’s past from the 
thoughts of our present students. 

ROBERTA SUTTON 
Evergreen, Colorado 


“The Freedom Index”: A Heads-Up!: 
Regular readers of TNA are very familiar with 
“The Freedom Index,” our congressional 
scorecard rating every member of the House 
and Senate based on the U.S. Constitution. 
Normally we would publish the first index for 
a new Congress during the summer, but we 
are not doing so this year because of the lack 
of Senate votes on key issues. Our first index 
for the new Congress will be published by the 
end of the year. Stay tuned! 
— The editor 


INSIDE TRACK 


UN Council Condemns Israel as Violator of Women’s Rights 


Meeting in Geneva on July 24, the United Nations Economic and 
Social Council voted to condemn the nation of Israel as a violator 
of Palestinian women’s rights. 

In a resolution that reads more like parody than indignation, 
40 nations of the 51-nation panel voted to condemn the Jewish 
State, claiming that Israel did not “respect fully international law 
applicable to the rights and protections of women and girls.” 

Forty nations voted to condemn Israel, with only the United 
States and Canada voting against the resolution. Nine nations — 
Brazil, Cameroon, Germany, Jamaica, Mexico, Romania, Togo, 
Ukraine, and the United Kingdom — abstained. 

Among those who voted for the resolution were such bastions 
of female empowerment as Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Turkey, Paki- 
stan, Yemen, Iran, and China. 

Unfortunately, this isn’t a joke. The UN panel linked Israel’s 
“occupation” of portions of Palestine, “including East Jerusa- 
lem and the Arab population in the occupied Syrian Golan,” to 
the “systematic violation of the human rights of the Palestinian 
people by Israel, the occupying power, and its impact on women 
and girls.” 

But the resolution utterly ignores how the rights of Palestin- 
ian women are obstructed by their own governing authorities: 
the Palestinian Authority in the West Bank, and Hamas in Gaza. 
Nor does it bring to light how women are treated in Palestinian 
society, which mirrors the treatment of females in much of the 
Islamic world. 


In a separate vote, the same council also condemned Israel 
more broadly for supposedly violating the economic and social 
rights of all Palestinians. 

But that’s nothing new. In 2018, the UN issued a total of 27 
condemnations of nations for various indiscretions. Of those 27 
condemnations, Israel received 21 of them. The remaining six 
condemnations were split equally between Iran, Syria, North 
Korea, Russia, Myanmar, and the United States. The United 
States was condemned over the child separation situation on the 
southern border in 2018. 

Really, why is the United States still involved with this absurd 
organization? 


i» 


South Dakota Requires Public Schools to Display “In God We Trust” 


mevans/iStock/GettylmagesPlus 


A new South Dakota law mandating all public schools promi- 
nently display America’s national motto, “In God We Trust,” 
went into effect in July. The measure, which was signed into 
law March 18 by Governor Kristi Noem, is meant to inspire pa- 
triotism in South Dakota students. It requires that the motto be 
displayed in all school facilities in an easily readable manner, in 
lettering that is at least 12 inches tall and 12 inches wide. 

Wade Pogany, executive director of the Associated School 
Boards of South Dakota, said that school districts are complying 


with the law in a variety of ways. “Some have plaques, other 
have it painted on the wall, maybe in a mural setting,” he said. 
He noted that in one school, “it was within their freedom wall. 
They added that to a patriotic theme.” 

The law does not provide state funding for the displays, so 
each school district is required to foot the bill. For example, the 
school district in Rapid City, in western South Dakota, paid a 
total of $2,800 to stencil “In God We Trust” on the walls of its 
23 public school facilities, according to the Rapid City Journal 
newspaper. 

Pogany said that one concern of school districts was the dan- 
ger of lawsuits from secular and atheist legal groups such as the 
Freedom From Religion Foundation (FFRF). “One of our con- 
cerns was that this [law] would be contested,” he said, “so we 
had asked the legislature to put a ‘hold harmless’ clause into the 
bill. The state would then defend the schools and pay the cost of 
the defense.” 

Predictably, the FFRF has been one of the first to protest the 
measure. While no lawsuits are forthcoming from the opportunis- 
tic legal group as of yet, in a press release the group’s president, 
Annie Laurie Gaylor, tersely commented that the FFRF’s position 
“Gs that it’s a terrible violation of freedom of conscience to inflict 
a godly message on a captive audience of schoolchildren.” 
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Americans Cynical, Says Study — Especially About Government 


Much has been written in recent years about America’s declining 
faith in God. But a recent Pew Research Center study, published 
July 22, indicates that this has been accompanied by declining 
faith, or trust, in other citizens and our institutions in general — 
with government being among the least trusted of all. 

As Pew writes, “Two-thirds of adults think other Americans 
have little or no confidence in the federal government. Majorities 
believe the public’s confidence in the U.S. government and in each 
other is shrinking, and most believe a shortage of trust in govern- 
ment and in other citizens makes it harder to solve some of the 
nation’s key problems.” 

Moreover, “About two-thirds (69%) of Americans say the 
federal government intentionally withholds important informa- 
tion from the public that it could safely release, and 61% say 
the news media intentionally ignores stories that are important 
to the public,” Pew later writes. Of course, this perspective just 
reflects reality. 

Pew also informs that some Americans “worry the government 
is doing too much, others say too little, and others mention the 
government doing the wrong things or nothing at all.” Clearly, 
Americans’ confusion matches their confidence deficit. 

The New York Times provides a good summary of the study 
findings, writing July 22: “The researchers found that levels of 
personal trust were associated with race and ethnicity, age, edu- 
cation and household income. The share of white respondents 
who showed high levels of trust (27 percent), for instance, was 


twice as high as the share of black (13 percent) and Hispanic 
(12 percent) respondents.” 

The generational gap in trust that emerged was especially strik- 
ing. Almost half of young adults between the age of 18 and 29 
fell into the low trust category. The same was true in about only 
one-fifth of respondents 65 and older. 

Over all, the Pew study found that three-quarters of Americans 
thought confidence in the federal government was slipping, and 
64 percent said the same about trust in each other. 


Millionaires on Food Stamps? No More, Says USDA 


During his State of the Union address in February, President 
Trump said, “Wages are rising at the fastest pace in decades and 
growing for blue-collar workers who I promised to fight for. 
They’re growing faster than anyone else thought possible. Nearly 
five million Americans have been lifted off food stamps.” 

On July 23, the U.S. Department of Agriculture announced a 
tule change in the “food stamp” program — officially called the 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, or SNAP — that is 
estimated to raise that number to eight million. 

That SNAP is rife with fraud and waste was a given in that it 


ATION FOR. 
ArT SOD S TANS 


is a government program that gives away goodies that are being 
paid for by someone else. But the exposure of the specific loop- 
hole that millions have been using to obtain benefits they don’t 
qualify for began in June 2016, when a millionaire in Minnesota 
applied for benefits and then received them. 

Rob Undersander discovered that Minnesota, along with 42 
other states, granted eligibility to people with low incomes but 
didn’t check on their assets. For 19 months, Undersander’s in- 
come was low enough to qualify for SNAP even though, on 
paper, he was a real-estate millionaire. 

How many have discovered the loophole is unclear, but if the 
USDA’s estimate is even close, the rule change will remove 3.1 
million from SNAP’s monthly flow of EBT cards. In essence, it 
tightens the requirements to receive SNAP benefits so that only 
those truly “in need” of them receive them. 

For the record, Undersander made it clear that not only did 
he not need the benefits, he gave an equivalent amount away to 
various charities in his neighborhood, explaining that he “did a 
better of job of distributing that money than the government did.” 

Assuming the rule becomes effective in 60 days, that removal 
of those millions using the loophole to game the system will 
save SNAP — and the U.S. taxpayer — an estimated $2.5 bil- 
lion a year. 
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Screenshot of TEDx Talks on YouTube 


Josh Harris, / Kissed Dating Goodbye Author, Kisses Christianity Goodbye 


ell-known author and former pastor Josh Harris an- 

\ N | nounced recently that he has abandoned Christianity 

because he cannot reconcile the Bible with his current 

views on sexuality, which include fully embracing homosexual- 
ity, bisexuality, and transgenderism. 

Harris, 44, wrote the 1997 bestseller / Kissed Dating Goodbye, 
which argued for sexual purity among Christians and an approach 
to seeking a mate that eschewed casual dating in favor of court- 
ship. The book, along with its two Harris-penned sequels and 
associated materials, was highly influential among Evangelical 
Christians. 

On July 17, Harris announced on Instagram that he and his 
wife of 21 years “are separating and will continue our life to- 
gether as friends.” The split, he explained, came about because 
“in recent years, some significant changes have taken place in 
both of us.” 

Harris’ changes have been both significant and public. In 2015, 
he resigned as senior pastor of Covenant Life Church in Gaithers- 
burg, Maryland, a post he had held for 11 years. At the time, Har- 
ris said he planned to attend Regent College, a graduate school 
of theology in Vancouver, British Columbia; he had no formal 
theological training prior to becoming a pastor. 

Last year, he renounced J Kissed Dating Goodbye and asked 
his publisher to stop producing it and the related books and 
materials. In a statement on his website, he apologized for any 
harm his book had caused — among other things, some people 
apparently believed that following his advice guaranteed per- 
fect marriages — while acknowledging that it had also helped 
many people. 

Then, just nine days after announcing his divorce, Harris 
dropped his biggest bombshell. “I have undergone a massive 


shift in regard to my faith 
in Jesus,” he explained on 
Instagram. “The popular 
phrase for this is ‘decon- 
struction,’ the biblical 
phrase is ‘falling away.’ 
By all the measurements 
that I have for defining 
a Christian, I am not a 
Christian.” 

Harris said that “for 
the past several years” 
he has been “repenting 
of my self-righteousness, 
my fear-based approach 
to life, the teaching of 
my books, my views of 
women in the church, and 
my approach to parenting 
to name a few.” 

“But,” he continued, “T 
specifically want to add 
to this list now: to the 
LGBTQ+ community, I 
want to say that I am sorry for the views that I taught in my books 
and as a pastor regarding sexuality. I regret standing against mar- 
riage equality, for not affirming you and your place in the church, 
and for any ways that my writing and speaking contributed to a 
culture of exclusion and bigotry. I hope you can forgive me.” 

In other words, Harris has decided that hewing to the in-vogue 
way of thinking about sexuality — not only does anything go, 
but also it should be publicly affirmed and celebrated — is more 
important to him than adhering to the faith he once claimed, and 
so he is abandoning the faith. 

“Many people tell me that there is a different way to practice 
faith and I want to remain open to this, but I’m not there now,” 
Harris wrote. To his credit, rather than pretending that his new- 
found opinions are compatible with Christianity and treating be- 
lievers in the historic faith as the problem, Harris recognizes that 
he is the apostate one and is acting accordingly. Indeed, given a 
chance to adopt the “progressive” interpretation of Scripture in 
a February interview with the left-wing Sojourners, Harris said, 
“Tt actually feels more intellectually honest for me to say I don’t 
know that I agree with the Bible in general than it is to get it to 
say these things.” 

“Tt can get to feeling, like, what are you holding onto in Chris- 
tianity? Why do you need it still?” he added. “I guess if we can 
with one generation make that radical a shift with the Bible, 
who’s to say that another generation can’t completely shift the 
Bible to, you know, to justify something that we would all think 
is horrendous? It starts to just be silly putty.” 

While many Christians are dismayed at Harris’ willingness to 
turn his back on his faith, Harris claimed, “I don’t view this mo- 
ment negatively. I feel very much alive, and awake, and surpris- 
ingly hopeful.” His hope, unfortunately, is seriously misplaced. Hl 
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Former Veep Couldn’t Be More Wrong 
“Democracy is the root of our society, the wellspring of our power. It 
strengthens and amplifies our leadership. It is the engine of our eco- 
nomic prosperity.” 

The American system of government created by the Founders is a re- 
public and its rule of law, not a democracy and rule by a mob. Sad to 
say, presidential candidate Joe Biden is not alone in praising democ- 
racy and ignoring James Madison 8 assertion that democracies are 
“incompatible with personal security or the rights of property, and 
have in general been as short in their lives as they have been violent 
in their deaths.”’ Madison has rightly earned the name “father of the 
Constitution.” 


Shopper Eats Half a Cake, Wants to Pay Only Half the Cost 
“A Texas woman ate half a cake while roaming the aisles of a Walmart store and then refused to pay 
full price for it, claiming she found it half-eaten.” 

The Associated Press reported the bizarre incident and then noted 
that police arrived and insisted she pay full price. She was then 
banned from returning to the store. 


Aide to Representative Ocasio-Cortez 

Ignores Protocol With a Fiery Outburst 

“[They are] new Southern Democrats who certainly seem hell bent 
to do to black and brown people today what the old Southern Demo- 
crats did in the 1940s.” 

Targeting Democratic Party moderates, Representative Ocasio- 
Cortez ’s chief of staff, Saikat Chakrabarti, received a stern rebuke 
Saikat from Democrat officials after he aimed criticism at Speaker Pelosi 
Chakrabartip, a and numerous fellow Democrats. A graduate of Harvard University, 
he is an unabashed leftist. 


AP Images 


Spokesman for Chinese Government Threatens Hong Kong Dissidents 

“Hong Kong cannot afford to have instability. Should the chaos continue, it is the entire Hong Kong 
society that will suffer.” 

An official spokesman for the Chinese government's Hong Kong and Macau Affairs Office, Yang Gang 
let it be known that Beijing will not tolerate more demonstrations against the communist government s 
recent rulings. 


Taliban Foe Expected Death From the Militants but Doesn’t Back Down 

“They had come to kill me at any price, and they did everything right. That I am alive is God’s will, 
and maybe a little help from my background. But my determination to fight is strengthening. I have 20 
more reasons to fight.” 

On the day after he appeared at an event where he was campaigning for Afghanistan vice president with 
President Ashraf Ghani, Amrullah Saleh expected to be targeted for 
death. Taliban suicide bombers attacked the pair’s political headquar- 
ters and killed 20-30 people. But the candidates for their high offices 
escaped unharmed through a rear door of the building. 


Columnist Worries About Fracturing the Democratic Party 
“House Speaker Nancy Pelosi shouldn’t be triangulating against the 
party’s impassioned young idealists in order to cultivate voters who 
are susceptible to right-wing demagogy. Her contempt for the ‘Squad’ 
makes the Party look weak and riven, and Trump’s nose for vulner- 
ability has charged in to exploit the resulting discord.” 
New York Times columnist Michelle Goldberg fears Pelosi's dis- 
agreements with the “Squad” will hurt the Democratic Party. @ 
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CENSORSHIP & HYPOCRISY 


Facebook and YouTube are penalizing 
conservatives for not being politically correct, 
yet not punishing liberals for hate and threats of 
violence. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


that Big Tech has a far-left bias. From 

censorship of conservatives and Chris- 
tians, to promotion of every liberal cause 
that comes down the pike, companies 
such as Facebook, Twitter, and Google 
routinely abuse the platforms they claim 
are conduits for the people. Any person or 
organization that makes any real progress 
promoting conservative, Christian, tradi- 
tional values against the lies of liberal- 
ism will eventually find themselves in the 
cross hairs of the liberal social-media elite. 

Our time has come. 

Facebook claims to be a free-speech plat- 
form that only bans content that violates its 
Community Standards — including “hate 
speech.” But since Facebook gets to define 
“hate speech” in keeping with its own po- 
litical agenda, one would expect too much 
for that definition to be consistent. Case in 
point: In mid-July, The John Birch Society 
(this magazine’s parent organization) post- 


; t is a nearly universally accepted fact 
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ed the cover of the July 8 issue of THE NEW 
AMERICAN on Facebook. That issue’s cover 
carried the title “Immigrant Invasion” and 
included a real photograph of illegal aliens 
illegally crossing a border fence. 

Despite the fact that nothing in the post, 
the accompanying picture, or the associ- 
ated article contained anything that could 
be construed as “hate speech,” Facebook 
almost immediately deemed that magazine 
cover as “hate speech” and not only took 
down the post, but also banned The John 
Birch Society from monetizing videos on 
Facebook for 30 days. Facebook videos 
over 10 minutes in length can be monetized 
by ad breaks inserted into the videos, sort 
of like commercial breaks on television. 
In a message from Facebook, the JBS was 
told that the removal of the post and the ad- 
vertising ban were the result of that post, 
which the message said “goes against our 
Community standards on hate speech.” 
Furthermore, if JBS has another “violation” 
of this type within 90 days, “you’ll lose ac- 
cess to ad breaks for at least 90 days.” 


So the mere use of the phrase “Immi- 
grant Invasion” and an accurate picture of 
real people illegally crossing the border 
into the United States — both of which 
were true, accurate, and non-demeaning 
— were enough for Facebook to classify 
the post as “hate speech.” 

But Facebook routinely allows posts — 
including pictures and videos — in favor 
of illegal immigration, even when those 
posts advocate violence and lawlessness. 
For instance, a popular post on Face- 
book as of this writing is a spin-off of the 
planned Area 51 raid. For background, a 
Facebook event entitled “Storm Area 51, 
They Can’t Stop All of Us” has more than 
one million people marked as “going.” 
The idea behind the event is for those peo- 
ple to forcibly storm and illegally enter the 
top-secret Area 51 Air Force Facility in the 
early hours of September 20. 

Not only does Facebook continue to 
allow that event to stay up, but it has done 
nothing to remove posts using that event 
as a backdrop for calling for the violent at- 
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tack and occupation of ICE detention cen- 
ters and the offices of the CEOs of compa- 
nies. One such popular post, found on the 
Black Lives Matter-related page “We Stay 
Woke” — a page dedicated to demand- 
ing reparations for all black Americans 
— says, “shoutout to the area 51 meme 
for helping everyone understand how a 
proletariat revolt works[.] you’re right, 
they can’t stop us all. now let’s use that 
energy for real places like concentration 
camps and ceo offices[.]” The reference to 
“concentration camps” is directly tied to 
another liberal Internet trope: comparing 
President Trump to Adolf Hitler, America 
to Nazi Germany, and ICE detention cen- 
ters to Nazi concentration camps. To make 
that point really clear, another post on the 
“We Stay Woke” page shows a video taken 
at one of the detention centers and bears 
the caption, “F*** Area 51.... We should 
be storming these concentration camps.” 


One of these things is not like the others: 
Memes denigrating the president and police 
and calling for “real world violence” do not 
seem to bother Facebook, while a TNA cover 
showing an actual illegal border crossing and 
accurately describing it as an “Immigrant 
Invasion” got JBS a 30-day ad ban. 
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And the not-very-subtly-named “Abolish 
ICE” page on Facebook posted a cartoon 
of President Trump getting an X-ray show- 
ing him with a swastika instead of a heart. 

So it appears that the “violation” for 
which JBS and TNA were slapped down 
had nothing to do with the picture or the 
caption on the July 8 cover story and ev- 
erything to do with what Facebook consid- 
ers to be the wrong side of the argument. 
In short, Facebook is pro-illegal immigra- 
tion and will brook no opposing views. 
The “hate speech” label is pure hypocrisy 
masquerading as benevolence. 

After all, Facebook’s Community Stan- 
dards say the social network bans “hate 
speech” because “it creates an environ- 
ment of intimidation and exclusion and in 
some cases may promote real-world vio- 
lence.” Does referring to the president as 
Hitler and calling for the violent overthrow 
of ICE detention centers and CEOs across 
the country not qualify as “an environment 
of intimidation” and “promote real-world 
violence”? Of course it does. Yet while the 
JBS post of a real picture of people ille- 
gally crossing our border and advertising 
an article that offers peaceful solutions to 
that problem gets slapped down as “hate 
speech,” posts calling for actual violence 
against ICE and others are 
allowed to remain on the 
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platform. Facebook’s bias is evident; il- 
legal immigrants deserve protection from 
exposure, while members of the Air Force 
and agents of ICE are worthy of violence. 
One is reminded of the old saying that if 
it weren’t for double standards, liberals 
would have no standards at all. 

And in this case, the liberal double 
standard doesn’t end there. Following the 
same “logic” that allows the denigration 
of anyone or anything associated with 
conservatism or basic American princi- 
ples, there exists on Facebook a litany of 
posts dehumanizing police and depicting 
violence against them. One popular meme 
appearing on pages associated with Black 
Lives Matter (BLM) shows a black man 
firing a pistol point-blank into the driver’s 
window of a police cruiser and carries the 
caption, “When this starts to happen you’ll 
know why....” 

Another popular picture on BLM-affil- 
iated Facebook pages shows police offi- 
cers in riot gear engulfed in flames. One 
Facebook user replied to the picture with 
a GIF of a woman crying tears of joy and 
saying, “That is so beautiful.” Can anyone 
reasonably conclude that such a post does 
not create “an environment of intimida- 
tion” and “promote real-world violence”? 

And a cartoon that showcases a fat, 
white, police officer — with the facial 
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features of a pig — can be seen eating 
a doughnut and failing to notice an Arab 
boarding an American flag-themed train 
while carrying a nuclear bomb. The cap- 
tion reads, “Fascist Pig. In America our 
cops eat donuts this is a Fascist pig.” There 
are more levels of stupidity to that meme 
than this writer has space to unpack in 
this article, but suffice it to say that the 
cartoon dehumanizes all police officers 
while (oddly, for liberals) portraying all 
Arabs as terrorists. But the post has not 
been deemed “hate speech” and removed 
by Facebook as of this writing. 

And there is the pulse of the matter: 
“Hate speech” is a standard of shifting 
sands. If that same Arab had been por- 
trayed boarding that same train with that 
same nuclear bomb and a caption de- 
nouncing the liberal policy of allowing 
Arabs from terrorist-friendly nations to 
enter the United States as “refugees,” it 
would likely have been tagged as “hate 
speech” before it had been up an hour. If 
it had shown President Obama appearing 
as a monkey and eating a banana, it may 
have only lasted minutes. But since it is 
used to attack white police, it gets a pass. 

The fact that the “pig” cop in that cartoon 
is white is not likely an accident, either. 
Because Facebook’s definition of “hate 
speech” — according to its guidelines — is 


anything that is “a direct attack on people 
based on what [Facebook] call[s] protected 
characteristics — race, ethnicity, national 
origin, religious affiliation, sexual orienta- 
tion, caste, sex, gender, gender identity, and 
serious disease or disability.” The definition 
goes on to add, “We also provide some pro- 
tections for immigration status.” 

So a poor, black, Somali, Muslim ho- 
mosexual with AIDS who is illegally in 
the United States would be “protected,” 
while a middle-class, white, American 
Christian heterosexual in good health is 
fair game. This idiocy shares a common 
root with the idea that something is only 
racist if it is an affront to a minority. Allow 
this writer to clear the air: Racism is rac- 
ism regardless of the color of either the 
victim or the perpetrator, and hate is hate, 
even if the person doing the hating is a 
poor, sick, homeless, black lesbian, and 
the object of the hate is a healthy, rich, 
white, bank president. Period. 

But examples of racism against whites 
are commonplace on Facebook. The de- 
piction of police as pigs reminded this 
writer of an article he wrote in Septem- 
ber 2017 about a student at the Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin-Madison who produced 
a video depicting the murder of a white 
police officer wearing a pig mask. In 
the video — which is little more than a 


thinly veiled commercial for the student’s 
clothing line — all of the black students 
who murder the cop with sledge ham- 
mers and behead him are shown wearing 
sweatshirts and hoodies bearing violent 
anti-white slogans. That clothing line — 
Insert Apparel — has an active Facebook 
page as of this writing. 

Advertised on that page are shirts bear- 
ing such slogans as, “F*** White Su- 
premacy,” which — taken all by itself — 
may not be that objectionable, other than 
the coarse language. But given that other 
shirts advertised seem to support the idea 
of black supremacy, the message becomes 
clear; supremacy is fine, depending on the 
color of the person who is considered su- 
preme. In the twisted minds of the liberal 
elites who run Facebook, black pride is a 
virtue and white pride is an evil. 

This is further evidenced by the fact 
that by clicking a link to the website of 
Insert Apparel, one can purchase a shirt 
bearing the slogan “All White People 
Are Racist.” So apparently it is not just 
white pride that is an evil, but whiteness 
itself. But far from removing his posts or 
demonetizing his page, Facebook clearly 
has no qualms allowing the owner of In- 
sert Apparel to sell his products and link 
to his website from their allegedly anti- 
hate speech platform. 


- 
WH 


NB 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


ENTHIS STARTS TO HAPPEN 
YOU'LL KNOW WHY. 


13 


memes via facebook.com 


That idea is seen clearly in a post by the 
news site Vox. On April 16, Vox shared 
on its Facebook page a video originally 
posted by act.tv “explaining” the idea 
of “systemic racism.” According to the 
video, all white people benefit from rac- 
ism, and all minorities suffer at the hands 
of all white people. Making broad claims, 
the video never backs up its assertions. It 
merely slings mud at anyone with light 
skin in the hopes that some of it will stick. 
As of this writing, the video — which has 
7.3 million views, 10,000 likes, and one 
thousand comments — is still up. So, a 
news site can post racist garbage accusing 
an entire group of people of being racist 
based on nothing but the color of their skin 
and that’s fine, but JBS is guilty of “hate 
speech” for posting a magazine cover 
depicting the provable assertion that the 
United States is being invaded by illegal 
immigrants. 

Not to be outdone by Vox, on August 
2, 2018, the liberal news site Slate posted 
an article on its Facebook page entitled 
“Why White Liberals Are So Unwilling 
to Recognize Their Own Racism.” The 
article — like the “systemic racism” video 
posted by Vox — claims that all white 
people are racist, though most of them are 
just too intoxicated with white privilege 
to know it. For instance, the article asserts 
that the definition of racism as “individual 
acts of intentional meanness across race” 
is flawed because it “exempts virtually all 
white people from the system that we’re 
all in and that we’ve all been shaped by.” 
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The example used to prove that assertion? 
“The inability to answer with any depth 
whatsoever the question of what it means 
to be white.” 

So white pride — which is based on 
the ability to answer in-depth the ques- 
tion of what it means to be white — is 
racist, yet not answering that question 
with any depth is also proof of racism? 
That is circular reasoning on a whole new 
level. It means that merely being white 
makes one a racist, regardless of whether 
one professes or condemns “white pride.” 
As the article puts it, “All white people 
have internalized a racist worldview.” To 
further drive that point home, the article 
states in clear terms that whiteness and 
racism are one and the same, and that the 
question for white people to ask them- 
selves is, “How do I be a little less white, 
a little less racist quite frankly, less de- 
fensive, less arrogant, less certain, less 
complacent, less passive?” 

The obvious conclusion is that it is 
something approaching a sin to be white. 
The only virtue a white person can have, 
according to Slate, is one of white shame. 

But yet again, Facebook allowed the post 
to stay up and does ; 
not appear to have ; j 
ebay action to few Americal 
sanction Slate for 
accusing an entire 
race of being rac- 
ist. And just to put 
in the for-what- 
it’s-worth column, 
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Facebook favorites: The Facebook page for 
Insert Apparel offers “Black Pride” clothing, 
including a shirt that says, “F**k White 
Supremacy.” The page also contains a link to 
the company’s website, where a sweatshirt 
bearing the ridiculously racist slogan “All 
White People Are Racist” can be purchased. 


making a negative blanket statement about 
an entire race is itself racist. 

So JBS and TNA have been accused 
of “hate speech” for making an accurate 
statement that was backed up by pages 
of evidence, because the facts show that 
illegal immigration is a real problem, 
but those who attack whites, conserva- 
tives, Christians, and members of other 
non-protected groups, including calls for 
violence and lawlessness, are allowed to 
run amok. 

Facebook is pandering to the liberal 
mind-set, and while the social media giant 
may not like it, THE NEW AMERICAN will 
never bow to that pressure. The slogan that 
appears on every cover of this magazine 
— That Freedom Shall Not Perish — is 
more than just a slogan, it is a guiding 
principle that we will never abandon. Mf 
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BIG TECH 


UNDER FIRE 


Its motto used to be “Don't be evil,” but Google is 
being hammered — from within and without — for 


being very evil, with charges of lying, prying, spying, 


and treason. 


by William F. Jasper 


he global empire of Googledom is 
under attack. Over the past year, the 
tech behemoth (and its parent com- 
pany, Alphabet Inc.) has sustained some 
serious body blows. And more appear 
to be coming. Most recently, billionaire 
tech titan Peter Thiel (PayPal, Palantir 
Technologies, Clartum Capital, Found- 
ers Fund) grabbed headlines and shook 
markets by calling for an investigation 
by the FBI and CIA of Google for hav- 
ing “engaged in the seemingly treasonous 
decision to work with the Chinese military 
and not with the US military.” Calls have 
been growing on both sides of the political 
aisle for the federal government to regu- 
late, or even take over, the social media 
and search engine operations of Google 
and other Big Tech firms. 
Here is some of the heavy pummeling 
Google has been receiving: 
¢ Senior Google engineer Dr. Greg 
Coppola, in a video interview, has accused 
Google and other Big Tech companies of 
“taking sides in a political contest,” which 
he characterized as “dangerous.” “Are we 
going to just let the biggest tech compa- 
nies decide who wins every election from 
now on?” he asked. 
¢ Dr. Robert Epstein, a leading technolo- 
gy-psychology scientist (and a Hillary Clin- 
ton supporter), testified to Congress that 
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“Google presents a serious threat to democ- 
racy and human autonomy,” and presented 
extensive research to back his charges con- 
ceming Google’s “politically biased search 
results,” “massive surveillance,” “censor- 
ship,” and “voter manipulation.” 

* Google research scientist Jack Poul- 
son quit the company in protest over its 
plans to go ahead with its secret Project 
Dragonfly, a search engine for Commu- 


Google 


nist China that enables the regime to bet- 
ter censor, monitor, and surveil its citizens. 

¢ More than 1,400 Google employees 
signed an internal petition calling on the 
company to end Dragonfly because the 
“Chinese government is one of the worst 
human-rights abusers in the world today,” 
and objecting to the transference of “tech- 
nologies that aid the powerful in oppress- 
ing the vulnerable.” 
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¢ An alliance of more than a dozen 
human rights organizations, including 
Amnesty International, Human Rights 
Watch, and Reporters Without Borders, 
called on Google to end Dragonfly. 

* US. Vice President Mike Pence blast- 
ed Google and called on it to “immediately 
end development of the ‘Dragonfly’ app 
that will strengthen Communist Party cen- 
sorship and compromise the privacy of 
Chinese customers.” 

* Google recently lost its effort to dis- 
miss the wrongful termination lawsuit of 
ex-Google engineer James Damore, who 
was fired in 2017, he says, because he was 
illegally discriminated against for being 
conservative, male, and Caucasian. 

¢ A leaked 85-page Google briefing, 
entitled “The Good Censor,” admits 
that Google, Facebook, and Twitter now 
“control the majority of online conversa- 
tions” and have adopted a “shift towards 
censorship.” 

¢ In March of this year, Google was 
fined €1.52 billion ($1.69 billion U.S.) 
by the European Union, bringing the total 
fines against the company in three separate 
cases to €8.2 billion ($9.1 billion U.S.) for 
alleged illegal business practices. France 
also fined it €50 million ($55.6 million 
U.S.) for data privacy violations. 

The list goes on and on. While any 
combination of these punches might have 
proven fatal to many companies, Google- 
Alphabet keeps rolling, seemingly unaf- 
fected and unrepentant. Its executives act 
as though their company’s ginormous size 
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grants them immunity and impunity to act 
as they will. Their arrogance is proof of 
Lord Acton’s maxim that power corrupts. 
They do, after all, exemplify worldly 
power. Google is ubiquitous, its digital/ 
cultural footprint on the planet unmatched. 
Its very name has been turned into a verb 
and is invoked for searches, according to 
SEOtribunal.com, at least 63,000 times per 
second on any given day. That “translates 
into at least 2 trillion searches per year, 3.8 
million searches per minute, 228 million 
searches per hour, and 5.6 billion searches 
per day” — and more than 90 percent of 
the search engine market share worldwide. 

It also accounts for 75 percent of mobile 
browsing, 70 percent of desktop browsing, 
and along with Facebook, 50 percent of 
online ads. 

What’s more, notes SEO Tribunal, 
the Google-owned video giant YouTube 
“is the second-largest search engine, 
right after Google. It’s bigger than Bing, 
Yahoo!, and Ask combined,” and has 1.9 
billion users monthly. 

As the planet’s overwhelmingly domi- 
nant search engine, Google wields un- 
paralleled power over everyone’s access 
to information, from the trivial to the es- 
sential. However, even though it is best 
known for its search engine, Google (and 
its newer “parent” company, Alphabet) 
have expanded into entirely new fields: 
cloud computing (Google Drive), artifi- 
cial intelligence (Deep Mind), browser 
(Google Chrome), smartphone (Google 
Pixel), Internet carrier (Google Fiber), 


AP Images 


Google treason? Billionaire tech mogul/ 
investor Peter Thiel called out Google for 
aiding Communist China while refusing to 
assist the U.S. Department of Defense. 


mapping (Google Earth, Google Maps), 
language translation (Google Translate), 
and much more. 

As we have reported in THE NEW AMER- 
ICAN previously, various studies have ex- 
posed Google’s blatant political bias in the 
2012 and 2016 U.S. presidential elections, 
where the search giant boosted Barack 
Obama and Hillary Clinton, respectively, 
over Mitt Romney and Donald Trump, by 
giving tens of millions more links to the 
Democrat candidates. 


Giving Conservatives the Boot 

Since Donald Trump’s victory in the 2016 
presidential elections, Big Tech globalists 
have been escalating their attacks on con- 
servative news sites, websites, bloggers, 
and commentators. The weapons they are 
using are demonetizing, censoring, shad- 
ow banning, temporary suspension, and 
— when those measures fail to achieve 
the desired suppression of alternate view- 
points — outright banning, also known 
as “deplatforming.” Deplatforming is the 
preferred Big Tech weapon of the day, 
banishing troublesome “thought-crime” 
practitioners to the cyber netherworld. 
The big D-Day for initiating the deplat- 
forming offensive was August 6, 2018, 
when YouTube joined with Apple, Face- 
book, and Spotify in sending all content 
by Alex Jones and his mega-popular In- 
fowars down the Orwellian memory hole. 
Poof! In an instant, thousands of Infowars’ 
videos, podcasts, and articles disappeared. 
The tech giants offered no proof of actual 
“hate crimes” to justify bouncing Jones — 
along with his 2.5 million subscribers — 
off his platform. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN warned at the 
time, Big Tech’s purge of Jones/Infowars 
was bound to be only the opening salvo 
in its Stalinist cyber jihad against all who 
refused to kowtow to political correctness. 
That has proven to be true, as a host of 
right-leaning victims has been slammed by 
GoogTwitFaceA pp with demonetizing, cen- 
soring, and/or deplatforming: Paul Joseph 
Watson, Mike Adams and Natural News, 
Dennis Prager and Prager University, Can- 
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dace Owens, Michelle Mal- 
kin, Steven Crowder, James 
Woods, Peter Van Buren, 
Tommy Robinson, Milo Yi- 
annopoulos, Robert Spencer, 
Laura Loomer, Project Veri- 
tas, Gavin McInnes, THE NEw 
AMERICAN, and many more. 


Insider In-fighting 
Peter Thiel’s charges against 
Google are especially pro- 
vocative — and, potentially, 
the most damaging. Why? 
Because: a) As a fellow 
Silicon Valley titan, he has 
conspicuously broken ranks 
with the brotherhood of left- 
wing cyber billionaires that 
is boosting the “progressive” 
Democrats’ political machine 
with funds and technical aid; 
b) He is Trump’s most high- 
profile Big Tech supporter 
and presumably has close ties 
to the White House, and; c) 
He has dared to use the “T” 
word — treason — in con- 
nection with Google’s busi- 
ness dealings with commu- 
nist China. 

The essence of Thiel’s 
treason charge against 
Google was posed in the form 


Q 


AP Images 


Google 


Google AK mikE EKA 
A woe M 


“Don’t be evil,” Google's 
former motto, does not fit its 
new partnership with China. 

A visitor walks by a Google 
exhibition in China, where 
Google is helping to develop the 
regime’s evil surveillance state. 


research scientist Jack Poul- 
son charged that Dragonfly 
would, among other things, 
help track search-engine 
users, assist the commu- 
nist censors, and help the 
regime’s propagandists 
whitewash China’s data 
on its abysmal air quality. 
“Some of the most disturb- 
ing components of Project 
Dragonfly,” wrote Coulson, 
“which I here directly veri- 
fy, include”: 


« A prototype interface de- 
signed to allow a Chinese 
joint venture company to 
search for a given user’s 
search queries based on 
their phone number. 

¢ An extensive cen- 
sorship blacklist devel- 
oped in accordance with 
Chinese government de- 


of three questions to Google 

that the PayPal founder worked into his 
speech before the National Conservatism 
Conference on July 14. 

According to Thiel, Google “should be 
asked”: 

“Number one, how many foreign in- 
telligence agencies have infiltrated your 
Manhattan Project for AI [artificial intel- 
ligence]?”; 

“Number two, does Google’s senior 
management consider itself to have been 
thoroughly infiltrated by Chinese intelli- 
gence?” 

“Number three, is it because they consid- 
er themselves to be so thoroughly infiltrat- 
ed that they have engaged in the seemingly 
treasonous decision to work with the Chi- 
nese military and not with the US military 
... because they are making the sort of bad, 
short-term rationalistic [decision] that if the 
technology doesn’t go out the front door, it 
gets stolen out the backdoor anyway?” 
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Thiel’s remarks provided a strong ac- 
cent to the many serious accusations 
about the growing intimacy between 
Google and Beijing leveled by the ex- 
perts cited above, particularly as it re- 
lates to Project Dragonfly. His weighing 
in on this issue is particularly curious in- 
asmuch as it runs completely contrary to 
what is otherwise the virtually unanimous 
love-struck narrative between Big Tech/ 
Big Money and Beijing, especially as ex- 
emplified by Thiel’s fellow Bilderberg 
attendees. Thiel has become a regular at 
these annual high-powered, super-secret 
confabs of the globalist uber-elites, and 
Bilderbergers such as David Rockefeller, 
Henry Kissinger, and George Soros have 
been in the forefront of boosting China’s 
military, economy, and technology for 
decades. 

In his letter last August to the U.S. 
Senate Commerce Committee, Google 


mands. Among others, it 
contained the English term ‘human 
rights’, the Mandarin terms for ‘stu- 
dent protest’ and ‘Nobel prize’... 
¢ Explicit code to ensure only Chi- 
nese government-approved air quali- 
ty data would be returned in response 
to Chinese users’ search. 


Poulson felt strongly enough about the 
matter to resign from Google in protest. 
For its part, Google has tried to soothe 
concerns by claiming that its project with 
China was merely in the early exploration 
stage and not about to be realized in the 
near future. Google’s Keith Enright told 
the Senate Commerce, Science and Trans- 
portation Committee on September 26 that 
“we are not close to launching a product 
in China.” Ben Gomes, Google’s head 
of search, told the BBC last September: 
“Right now all we’ve done is some explo- 
ration, but since we don’t have any plans 
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Current Sr. Google Engineer Goes Public on Camera: Tech is “dangerous; “taking sides” 
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to launch something there’s nothing much 
I can say about it.” 

However, that cover story was quick- 
ly shot full of holes. Whistleblowers at 
Google disturbed by the company’s col- 
laboration with China’s dictators posted 
an internal memo expressing ethical con- 
cerns about participating in the program. 
According to Breitbart.com, one Google 
source characterized Gomes’ comments 
to the BBC about Project Dragonfly as 
“bull****.” The Intercept reported that 
“employees working on the censored 
search engine were instructed in late July, 
days before the project was publicly ex- 
posed, that they should prepare to get it 
into a ‘launch-ready state’ to roll out with- 
in weeks, pending approval from officials 
in Beijing.” 

In August of 2018, more than 1,400 
Google employees signed an internal peti- 
tion calling on the company to cease work 
on Dragonfly. When that failed to have ef- 
fect, more than 500 employees signed a 
letter expressing their opposition to con- 
tinued cooperation in the project. 

“Our opposition to Dragonfly is not 
about China: we object to technologies 
that aid the powerful in oppressing the vul- 
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nerable, wherever they may be,” the em- 
ployees wrote. Dragonfly, they charged, 
“would establish a dangerous precedent at 
a volatile political moment, one that would 
make it harder for Google to deny other 
countries similar concessions.” 

The employees noted that Google’s de- 
cision to proceed with Dragonfly “comes 
as the Chinese government is openly 
expanding its surveillance powers and 
tools of population control.” They fur- 
ther maintained, “Providing the Chinese 
government with ready access to user 
data, as required by Chinese law, would 
make Google complicit in oppression and 
human rights abuses.” 

“Dragonfly would also enable censor- 
ship and government-directed disinforma- 
tion, and destabilize the ground truth on 
which popular deliberation and dissent 
rely,” they continued. 


Employee Rebuttal 

In July, Project Veritas, which became 
famous with its hidden-camera videos 
exposing left-wing hypocrisy and crimi- 
nality, opened a new phase in the speak- 
ing-truth-to-Google-power war with the 
release of a video interview with senior 


“Taking sides”: Dr. Greg Coppola (left), 

a senior engineer at Google, tells Project 
Veritas’ James O’Keefe the partisan politics 
of Google and other Big Tech firms are 
“dangerous” to liberty. 


Google engineer Dr. Greg Coppola. Un- 
like Poulson, who resigned, and many 
other former Google employees, Dr. 
Coppola was a current employee at the 
time of the interview. (He has since 
been placed on administrative leave by 
Google.) And unlike current Google 
whistleblowers who only speak anony- 
mously to avoid retaliation — Dr. Cop- 
pola sat down with Project Veritas’ James 
O’Keefe for a calm but riveting on-cam- 
era, on-the-record interview. 

In response to the repeated claims of 
Google executives that the company’s 
search algorithms are unbiased and “po- 
litically neutral,” Coppola says: “I have 
a Ph.D., I have five years’ experience at 
Google and I just know how algorithms 
are. They don’t write themselves. We 
write them to do what we want them to 
do.” 

“T think we’re just at a really impor- 
tant point in human history,” Coppola 
said, adding, “I think for a while we had 
tech that was politically neutral. Now we 
have tech that really, first of all is taking 
sides in a political contest, which I think, 
you know, anytime you have big corpo- 
rate power merging with political parties 
can be dangerous.” The Google scientist 
further averred that technology is being 
used to manipulate people, and warned, 
“It’s a time to decide, you know, do we 
run the technology, does the technology 
run us?” He also asked, “Are we going to 
just let the biggest tech companies decide 
who wins every election from now on?” 

Dr. Coppola called “ridiculous” 
Google CEO Sundar Pichai’s Decem- 
ber 2018 congressional testimony that 
Google’s algorithms are politically unbi- 
ased. “I report to Sundar, of course. And 
I have a great deal of respect for him as 
a manager,” but, “I think it’s ridiculous 
to say that there’s no bias. I think every- 
one who supports anything other than the 
Democrats, anyone who’s pro-Trump or 
in any way deviates from what CNN and 
the New York Times are pushing, notices 
how bad it is.” Hi 
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The Bedrock of Liberty 


by Luis Miguel 


n July 22, President Trump announced a deal with 
Democrats that will suspend the debt limit until the end 
of July 2021 — well after the 2020 election. 

Each of the two major parties got something they wanted from 
the deal. A $50 billion hike in U.S. discretionary spending will go 
toward Democrats’ welfare programs and Republicans’ defense 
programs. Moreover, each side gets to save face with the public 
by avoiding a government shutdown, across-the-board spending 
cuts, and the messy job of dealing with a potential federal debt 
default as the government runs out of cash. 

While the media focuses on the “victory for pragmatism” 
(though not for fiscal responsibility), no attention is given to why 
the U.S. debt has spiraled out of control in the first place. 

In 1913, when America was nearly a century-and-a-half old 
and had seen numerous wars and crises, the national debt was 
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The U.S. national debt is exploding, and 
the U.S. government and banks are 
literally creating money out of thin air to 
keep the country going. This is the very 
definition of unsound money. 


$3 billion. Little more than 100 years later, the debt stands at 
$22 trillion. 

What happened to cause this explosion of U.S. debt? It was the 
establishment of the Federal Reserve in 1913. 

The Fed monetizes the debt, creating money out of thin air. 
This not only makes it easier for the government to spend outside 
its means, but also hurts the economy by imposing a hidden tax 
in the form of inflation. 

American money today is anything but sound. Our nation’s 
future does not bode well if we remain on the current course. A 
return to sound money is necessary not only to protect our eco- 
nomic interests, but to safeguard liberty itself. 


What Makes Money Sound? 

“Sound money” is money that is not prone to sudden appreciation 
or deprecation. It is reliable and dependable, its value remaining 
steady in the long term. 
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Each of the two major parties got something they 
wanted from the deal. A $50 billion hike in U.S. 
discretionary spending will go toward Democrats’ 
welfare programs and Republicans’ defense programs. 
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The Fed’s record: Since the Federal Reserve's establishment in 1913, America’s debt has soared 
from $3 billion to $22 trillion and the dollar’s purchasing power has plummeted due to inflation. 


At the foundation of sound money is 
the principle that money should not be ar- 
tificially created, nor its value arbitrarily 
determined. Rather, it should be backed by 
a commodity of real value in the market, 
such as precious metals. 

When people first began trading with one 
another, they initially did so through barter 
— exchanging goods in kind for other goods 
or services. But the impracticality of barter 
in a developed society is readily apparent. 
Societies rapidly began using money, ex- 
perimenting with all manner of universally 
valued commodities as currency. 

Cattle has served as money, for exam- 
ple. The problem with cattle, however, is 
that it is not divisible (if you divide it, you 
kill your money), and it must be fed. 

In Colonial America, the people of Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, and North Carolina used 
tobacco as currency. Among the many 
drawbacks of this system, however, was 
that tobacco would rot. 

Salt has also been used as money. Un- 
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like cattle, salt is easily divisible. And un- 
like tobacco, it can be stored without fears 
of rotting. But the drawback is that salt is 
easy to find — making it easy to inflate. 

Because people needed a commod- 
ity that was durable, divisible, transport- 
able, and scarce, gold and silver emerged 
as the preferred choices for money. Gold 
is scarce. It can be divided into bars and 
coins of different weights. Gold coins can 
be conveniently stored in a purse. And 
above all, gold will never spoil. 

Gold and silver have stood the test of 
time and retained their desirability, mak- 
ing them ideal for use as coin that resists 
drastic appreciation and depreciation. 

Although gold and silver discoveries 
affect the metals’ prices in the short term, 
these shifts level out, making for long- 
term price stability. 

That’s why, when the free market is al- 
lowed to operate without government in- 
terference, people naturally choose gold 
and silver for their money. 
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The Founding 
Fathers on Fiat Money 
There are three types of money: 

Commodity Money. Commodity 
money is what it sounds like, a real com- 
modity with market value that has been 
adopted as a medium of exchange. Gold 
and silver fall into this category. 

Fiduciary Money. “Fiduciary” comes 
from the Latin word for “trust.” Thus, fi- 
duciary money, such as the U.S. gold cer- 
tificates used from 1863 to 1933, has no 
inherent value, but can be exchanged for 
commodity money and thus has a value 
based on trust. 

Fiat Money. “Fiat” in Latin refers to 
an edict or decree. Fiat money has no in- 
trinsic value and cannot be exchanged for 
a commodity or fiduciary money. It be- 
comes money by government mandate, 
just as the U.S. government has declared 
Federal Reserve notes “legal tender for all 
debts, public and private.” 

The United States has used each of these 
three forms of money at some point in its 
history, but the Founding Fathers were 
vocal about where their preferences lay. 

America’s Founders understood the ad- 
vantages of gold and silver — as well as 
the dangers of fiat money. 

In an 1813 letter, Thomas Jefferson 
wrote: “Specie [money in the form of 
coins] is the most perfect medium, be- 
cause it will preserve its own level; be- 
cause having intrinsic and universal value, 
it can never die in our hands.” 

He went on to warn that paper money 
has the potential of being abused by be- 
coming unbacked fiat money. 

“The trifling economy of paper, as a 
cheaper medium, or its convenience for 
transmission, weighs nothing in opposi- 
tion to the advantages of the precious met- 
als.... It is liable to be abused, has been, 
is, and forever will be abused, in every 
country in which it is permitted.” 

James Madison maintained that any 
paper money must be backed by gold: “The 
only adequate guarantee for the uniform 
and stable value of a paper currency is its 
convertibility into specie — the least fluc- 
tuating and the only universal currency.” 

George Washington, acknowledging 
that the Continental Congress and state 
governments issued paper money during 
the War for Independence, causing run- 
away inflation, wrote in a 1787 letter that 
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the fledgling United States would be ill- 
advised to fall again into the same trap: 
“Tf in the pursuit of the means we should 
unfortunately stumble again on unfunded 
paper money or any similar species of 
fraud, we shall assuredly give a fatal stab 
to our national credit in its infancy. Paper 
money will invariably operate in the body 
of politics as spirit liquors on the human 
body.” 

Washington, Madison, Jefferson, and 
other early Americans were well-read 
in history. From the Roman Empire to 
the Byzantine Empire and the Spanish 
Habsburg Dynasty, currency devaluation 
and the debt it enabled have continually 
been the bane of civilizations. 

The Founding Fathers also based their 
views on their own experiences in the War 
for Independence. During the war, both 
the Continental Congress and the states 
freely issued paper money. 

These were, in effect, fiat currencies. 
The “Continentals” carried nothing more 
than a vague promise that they would be 
redeemed at an unspecified time in the fu- 
ture. 

Although the surge of paper money ini- 
tially brought prosperity and full employ- 
ment, and was favored by the poor, it soon 
led to vast inflation and shortages of goods 
as governments attempted to control rising 
prices. Creditors ran from debtors like the 
plague to avoid payment with the depreci- 
ated money. 


Of the situation, Washington observed 
that “a wagon load of money will scarcely 
purchase a wagon load of provisions.” 

All this is why the Framers specifically 
denied the power to emit paper money 
(called “bills of credit” in the Constitu- 
tion) to the states by explicitly prohibiting 
it. 

“No State shall ... coin Money; emit 
Bills of Credit,” (Art. I, S. 10). 

The Constitution also denies the federal 
government the power of printing money 
by not granting it. 

Proponents of paper money argue that 
the Constitution’s lack of language explic- 
itly prohibiting federal emission of bills of 
credit means the authority exists as an im- 
plied power. 

But that was not the view of the Fram- 
ers. George Mason admitted that striking 
out language allowing the federal govern- 
ment to print paper money was equivalent 
to prohibiting it. 

As Alexander Hamilton explained in 
The Federalist, No. 84, specific prohibi- 
tions of government powers “are not only 
unnecessary in the proposed Constitu- 
tion but would even be dangerous. They 
would contain various exceptions to pow- 
ers which are not granted; and, on this very 
account, would afford a colorable pretext 
to claim more than were granted. For why 
declare that things shall not be done which 
there is no power to do.” 

In other words, explicitly stating what 
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the federal government cannot do is dan- 
gerous because it can give the impression 
that the government possesses all powers 
not prohibited it. 

The opposite is the case. As the 10th 
Amendment makes clear, “The powers not 
delegated to the United States by the Con- 
stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, 
are reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people.” 

In short, the federal government has no 
powers save those explicitly granted in 
the Constitution. All others belong to the 
states (unless prohibited by the Constitu- 
tion) and the people. 

What money powers does the Constitu- 
tion grant the federal government? 

Article 1, Section 8 states that Con- 
gress shall have power “to coin Money, 
regulate the Value thereof, and of foreign 
Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights and 
Measures.” 

Congress, then was charged with run- 
ning the U.S. mint (where people would 
bring their gold and silver to have it 
stamped into coinage of a fixed size and 
purity), determining the value of foreign 
currencies, and making standards of mea- 
surement to facilitate transactions. 

That is all the Constitution says the 
federal government may do. There’s no 


Easy money: American Federal Reserve notes, 
like the currencies of most countries in the 
world today, are fiat money unbacked by 
valuable commodities such as gold or silver. 
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mention of creating a national 
bank or confiscating citizens’ 
gold. 

If neither the federal gov- 
ernment nor the states are au- 
thorized to print paper money, 
then to whom does that power 
belong? To the people. 


Sound Money vs. 
Stable Money 

While it may be a strange 
thought to a populace accus- 
tomed to fiat money, the cre- 
ation of money is a right of 
the people and a function of 
the market. 

Because money is a com- 
modity, its value should be 
determined by the free mar- 
ket, not dictated by govern- 
ment. Thus, under a true sound 
money system, market action 
— not government — sets the 
price of gold and silver. 

Detractors of specie, includ- 
ing Keynesian economists, 
who believe that governments 
should manipulate the money 
supply in order to boost the 
economy, put the focus not on 
achieving sound money, but on 


Good as gold: Gold, above 

all other forms of money, 

has stood the test of time. Its 
durability, scarcity, divisibility, 
and transportability make it the 
ideal medium of exchange. 


since the Fed was established 
and the gold standard was un- 
done. 

Inflation will always occur 
under the fiat currency, cen- 
tral banking, and artificial ex- 
pansion of the money supply 
favored by Keynes-inspired 
mainstream economists — 
because inflation is part of 
their program. 

It is true of any commodity 
that if you increase the quan- 
tity, the value goes down. If 
something becomes scarce, 
its value goes up. Flooding 
the market with money, then, 
will bring down that money’s 
worth — diluting the curren- 
cy’s purchasing power. 

Under a free market, the 
money supply and economic 
output remain at a healthy 

equilibrium. Money is made 
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“stable money.” 

John Maynard Keynes was a British so- 
cialist whose ideas form the basis of much 
of today’s mainstream economic theory. 

Detractors argue that tying currency to 
gold makes it too volatile. The market is 
untrustworthy, they say. People will hoard 
their gold, causing deflation, panics, and 
recessions. 

According to this crowd, the only way to 
achieve “stable” money is to take the power 
over it out of the hands of the market (and, 
thus, out of the hands of the people) and 
place it in the hands of a central bank. 

Proponents of fiat currency say that put- 
ting government in charge of the money 
still gives the people control, since the 
government represents the popular will. 

The problem, besides the loss of free- 
dom and efficiency that results from the 
government usurpation of a market re- 
sponsibility, is that the elected government 
is not really in charge at all. Like many 
central banks, America’s Federal Reserve 
is an unelected, independent corporation 
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whose inner policy deliberations are unau- 
dited by the federal government. 

Has this system achieved the “stabili- 
ty” so trumpeted by its proponents? Quite 
the opposite. 

We still experience recessions (18 since 
the creation of the Federal Reserve, six 
since the United States fully abandoned 
the gold standard in 1971), panics, and de- 
flation — the latter of which is supposed 
to be impossible in a stable money system. 

And while the current program has 
failed to fulfill its promises, it has fulfilled 
the concerns of its critics, namely bringing 
about massive inflation. According to the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, $1 of goods in 
1776 cost roughly $1.14 in 1913 (the year 
the Federal Reserve Act was passed), mak- 
ing for an inflation rate of 13.79 percent 
over 137 years. 

But a dollar’s worth of goods in 1913 
would be $25.87 today — 106 years later. 
Prices have gone up almost 2,500 percent 


when there’s real demand for 
it, not when a central bank decides to in- 
ject more of it for political purposes. 

The inflation that goes hand-in-hand 
with fiat money is subtle theft perpetrated 
largely against the poor and middle class. 

Keynes himself wrote, “By a continu- 
ous process of inflation, governments 
can confiscate, secretly and unobserved, 
an important part of the wealth of their 
citizens.” 

If in 1950 you had put off buying a 
$10,000 house and instead stashed the 
money in a piggy bank, you would have 
the unwelcome surprise of discover- 
ing that the same house costs more than 
$106,000 today. You wouldn’t even be 
able to afford the down payment. 

Even taking your money to the bank 
doesn’t help. According to data from the 
Consumer Price Index, 99 percent of sav- 
ings accounts’ interest rates fail to keep up 
with inflation. Of course, taxes will keep 
pace with inflation. 

In short, inflation is making us poorer. 
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The War on Sound Money 
How did we get here? As FDR famously 
said, “In politics, nothing happens by ac- 
cident. If it happens, you can bet it was 
planned that way.” 

It is the financial elite, predominantly 
international bankers, who have been 
doing the planning. 

In his book Tragedy and Hope, George- 
town University Professor Carroll Quig- 
ley, who was a mentor to former President 
Bill Clinton and who was close to the in- 
ternational banking network, wrote: “The 
powers of financial capitalism had another 
far-reaching aim, nothing less than to cre- 
ate a world system of financial control in 
private hands able to dominate the politi- 
cal system of each country and the econ- 
omy of the world as a whole. This system 
was to be controlled in a feudalist fashion 
by the central banks of the world acting 
in concert by secret agreements arrived at 
in frequent private meetings and confer- 
ences.” 

Quigley termed this group of bankers 
an “international Anglophile network,” 
described them as consisting of members 
of the British Roundtable movement of 
Alfred Milner and Cecil Rhodes (along 
with sister groups such as the Council on 
Foreign Relations in America). 

The international bankers sought to 


bring about such a system because of the 
untold power and wealth it would bring 
them. Control the money and you control 
the people. 

It was agents of financial titans such as 
John D. Rockefeller and J.P. Morgan who 
created the Federal Reserve — with help 
from Rothschild surrogates such as Jacob 
Schiff and Paul Warburg. 

To get their way, the bankers dismantled 
American sound money piece by piece 
over the course of two centuries, using the 
bank panics of 1893 and 1907 — panics 
that, history shows us, were caused largely 
by the bankers themselves. 

This culminated in the passage of the 
Federal Reserve Act in 1913, which cre- 
ated the country’s central banking system. 

It is the Federal Reserve that determines 
the value of our fiat money today, manipu- 
lating the amount of currency in circula- 
tion by changing interest rates, modify- 
ing reserve requirements, and conducting 
open market operations. 

With the Fed in place to control Amer- 
ica’s money, the financial elite next had 
to sever money’s ties to gold. The Great 
Depression gave them the perfect oppor- 
tunity to do so. 

One of the ways in which the interna- 
tional bankers got their way was by pro- 
hibiting citizens from owning gold. 


Thomas 
Jefferson 
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During the Great Depression, FDR 
signed Executive Order 6102, which 
forced Americans to turn over most of 
their gold to the Federal Reserve (a policy 
not overturned until 1974). 

The Fed, in turn, handed the nation’s 
gold over to the U.S. Treasury following 
the Gold Reserve Act of 1934. Under this 
legislation, Roosevelt devalued the gold 
dollar by 40 percent, from $20.67 to $35 
per troy ounce. 

It was now illegal for regular citizens to 
own gold or gold certificates (it should be 
noted that silver certificates continued in 
circulation after 1933, but these were ef- 
fectively killed in 1968 when the Lyndon 
Johnson administration ended redemption 
in silver). 

With commodity and fiduciary money 
gone, Americans were left with fiat money 
in the form of Federal Reserve notes. 

Notably, the first Federal Reserve notes 
issued in 1914 were “Redeemable in gold 
on demand at the United States Treasury, 
or in gold or lawful money at any Federal 
Reserve bank.” 

But after Roosevelt took the country off 
the gold standard in 1933, Federal Reserve 


Wisdom from our past: The Founding Fathers 
were wary of unbacked paper money. The 
Framers of the U.S. Constitution prohibited 
states and the federal government from 
issuing paper money. 


George 
Washington 
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notes bore a different phrase. A 1934 note 
read, “This note is legal tender for all debts 
public and private, and is redeemable in 
lawful money at the United States Trea- 
sury, or at any Federal Reserve Bank.” 

Of course, that prompts the question: 
What is “lawful money?” 

In 1974, the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals heard Milam v. U.S., which involved 
a man who was given Federal Reserve 
notes when he attempted to redeem his 
Federal Reserve notes for “lawful money.” 
The man, Milam, refused the notes, claim- 
ing “lawful money” must be gold or silver. 

The court ultimately shot down Mi- 
lam’s claim, arguing the Supreme Court 
had settled the matter a century before in 
the Legal Tender Cases. 

According to the Federal Reserve’s own 
website, “lawful money” is a broad term 
for the various currencies (demand notes 
and United States notes) that were once in 
circulation. 

In the absence of a commodity-backed 
currency, the Fed is merely allowing peo- 
ple to exchange one valueless piece of 
paper for another. 

Not surprisingly, the “lawful money lan- 
guage” was dropped. Today’s Federal Re- 
serve notes simply read, “This note is legal 
tender for all debts, public and private.” 

It should be noted that, prior to 1934, 
Federal Reserve notes did not carry the 
obligation to be held as legal tender for 
“all debts, public and private.” If an in- 
dividual or business in a private sector 
transaction wanted to refuse a Federal 
Reserve note as payment, they had that 
right. Americans today are obligated by 
the federal government to accept the Fed’s 
paper money. 

Richard Nixon finished off what was 
left of sound money in America by cancel- 
ing the direct convertibility of the dollar to 
gold in 1971, rendering the gold standard 
meaningless. 

Where do we go from here? 


Hope From the White House 
There are some signs that the Trump ad- 
ministration understands the importance 
of sound money and is willing to clean up 
the current system. 

President Trump surprised the public 
with his announcement on July 2 that he 
will nominate Judy Shelton, a longtime 
Federal Reserve critic and gold standard 
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advocate, to fill one of two open seats on 
the Fed’s board. 

Shelton currently serves as U.S. execu- 
tive director at the European Bank for Re- 
construction and Development, a position 
to which she was confirmed by the U.S. 
Senate in March 2018 after being nomi- 
nated by President Trump. 

Because Shelton has passed a Senate 
confirmation process and background 
check before, she may have a better 
chance of making it onto the Federal Re- 
serve Board than the president’s previous 
two picks: conservative analyst Stephen 
Moore and businessman Herman Cain — 
both of whose names were withdrawn due 
to lack of Senate support. 

Like Cain and Moore, Shelton is a sup- 
porter of the gold standard. 

Shelton praised gold while comparing 


it to cryptocurrencies in a 2018 piece pub- 
lished by the Cato Institute. “If the appeal 
of cryptocurrencies is their capacity to 
provide a common currency, and to main- 
tain a uniform value for every issued unit, 
we need only consult historical experience 
to ascertain that these same qualities were 
achieved through the classical internation- 
al gold standard,” Shelton wrote. 

“In proposing a new international 
monetary system linked in some way 
to gold, America has an opportunity to 
secure continued prominence in global 
monetary affairs.” 

Shelton has indicated that she would be 
in favor of a Bretton Woods-style confer- 
ence (referring to the 1944 United Nations 
gathering to develop a post-World War II 
international monetary system) with the 
purpose of establishing a “convertible, 
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From the horse’s mouth: British socialist John Maynard Keynes, an advocate for the type of 
economic policies that produce inflation, admitted that inflation allows governments to “secretly” 
confiscate citizens’ wealth. 
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and J.P. Morgan (right) were among the chief powers behind the 


Federal Reserve. Morgan incited financial panics to create public demand for a central bank. 


gold-backed bond” as a “neutral reference 
point” for currencies. 

Shelton blames the Federal Reserve for 
worsening the 2008 financial crisis. “No 
other government institution had more 
influence over the creation of money and 
credit in the lead-up to the devastating 
2008 global meltdown,” she wrote in a 
Wall Street Journal op-ed. “And the Fed’s 
response to the meltdown may have exacer- 
bated the damage by lowering the incentive 
for banks to fund private-sector growth.” 

In addition, Shelton has expressed skep- 
ticism of central banks and spoken of the 
dangers of politicizing the Fed. ““What con- 
cerns me is that central banks around the 
world, the ECB, the Bank of Japan are now 
buying corporate assets,” she told Fortune 
in 2016. “I’m wondering how far away 
we are from the Fed thinking it needs to 
branch out and buy corporate assets. Will 
these corporate assets be those from firms 
that are politically connected?” 

But some of Shelton’s views raise red 
flags. 

The Trump advisor believes in near- 
zero interest rates. But should the Fed 
decide how high or low interest rates are 
any more than it should decide whether to 
expand or contract the money supply? 

Neither the government nor a corporate 
entity such as the Federal Reserve should 
wield this power. Interest rates — the cost 
of borrowing money — should be decided 
by the free market, just as other costs are. 

When money and the economy are 
sound, one would expect low interest 
rates. But artificially lowering interest 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


rates causes malinvestments, leading to 
bubbles that eventually burst. 

Even more concerning is Shelton’s po- 
sition on American sovereignty. 

In 2000, Shelton penned a Wall Street 
Journal op-ed entitled “North America 
Doesn’t Need Borders,” in which she 
called for “open borders” between the 
United States and Mexico. 

Referring to then-Mexican President 
Vicente Fox’s vision of a “greater move- 
ment of people,” Shelton wrote: “His talk 
of open borders is deeply controversial 
in the U.S., though what he is really sell- 
ing is the fulfillment of open markets. 
His proposal to combine resources across 
borders may strike some as too imagina- 
tive in its scope. But it is, in fact, steeped 
in pragmatism.” 

The elimination of national boundar- 
ies means the elimination of nationhood, 
which is worse than unsound money. 

As Fox candidly stated back in 2002: 
“Eventually, our long-range objective is to 
establish with the United States, but also 
with Canada, our other regional partner, an 
ensemble of connections and institutions 
similar to those created by the European 
Union.” 

Whether or not Shelton is an agent for 
positive change, her nomination may be a 
signal by President Trump, himself a Fed 
critic, that he is willing to challenge fiscal 
convention. 


The Return to Sound Money 
The president is far from alone in his 
skepticism of the Fed. There is a growing 
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movement to rein in the Fed by auditing it. 
The idea gained widespread support after 
Ron Paul backed it while in Congress and 
during his presidential bids. 

In January of this year, Congressman 
Thomas Massie (R-Ky.) reintroduced a 
bill that would require the comptroller 
general to conduct a full examination of 
the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System and the Federal Reserve 
banks. 

Others aren’t waiting around for the 
federal government to solve the problem. 

In line with the Constitution’s Article I 
provision that states shall not “make any 
Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in 
Payment of Debts,” Utah passed the Spe- 
cie Legal Tender Act in 2011. 

The legislation recognizes silver and 
gold as legal tender within the state. 
Among other provisions, this allows Utah- 
ans to transact in gold and silver coins 
without paying capital gains tax. It also 
means the state itself can pay off debts in 
gold and silver. 

Since Utah passed its legal tender law, 
a number of states have followed suit with 
similar legislation, including Wyoming, 
Oklahoma, and Louisiana. 

Other thinkers have advocated going 
even further to erode the centralized 
control over money by the international 
bankers. 

Economist Milton Friedman told Bill 
Still, producer of the film The Money Mas- 
ters, “If you end the Fed and do nothing 
about fractional-reserve lending, you’ve 
done nothing.” 

Fractional-reserve banking is the prac- 
tice that allows banks to keep only a por- 
tion of deposits in reserve while lending 
and charging interest on the rest. 

Friedman’s position is understand- 
able. The debt-based monetary system, 
which allows banks to create money 
through bookkeeping when they make 
loans, has continually been a source of 
power for those who seek to undermine 
American sovereignty and our constitu- 
tional republic. 

Whether as sweeping a change as an 
end to fractional-reserve lending would be 
possible or desirable, one thing is clear: A 
drastic shake-up is needed to uproot the 
entrenched influence of the “Money Mas- 
ters” and restore power to its rightful heirs 
— the American people. Hf 


25 


YOu rata nly yO Ur 


C20) Mionnawieiy lel ye: 


VOU. COUNM eh y™ 


DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and 
others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 


Reviews 


4.5 kk KKK 


Joan Brown 
tok In 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 


NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
NN 


ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 


BOOK REVIEW 


IS THE JUSTICE SYSTEM 


BEING HIJACKED? 


The authors of Justice on Trial explain how accusations made against Brett Kavanaugh as he 
went through the confirmation process are just par for the course in leftist political strategy. 


The Kavanaugh Confirmation and the 
Future of the Supreme Court 


Justice on Trial: The Kavanaugh Con- 
firmation and the Future of the Supreme 
Court, by Mollie Hemingway and Carrie 
Severino, Washington, D.C.: Regnery, 
2019, 315 pages, hardcover. 


by Steve Byas 


lexander Hamilton predicted that 
A the Supreme Court would be 

“the least dangerous branch,” but 
as authors Mollie Hemingway and Carrie 
Severino lament, “The judiciary has be- 
come the forum where philosopher kings 
impose the final decision in our most divi- 
sive political and social disputes.” 

While, as the title implies, the book cen- 
ters on the battle over the confirmation of 
Brett Kavanaugh to the Supreme Court, 
the authors place that titanic struggle in the 
context of how the federal judiciary has 
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emerged as the way for the American Left 
to impose its philosophy on the country 
when they cannot win at the ballot box. 

Hemingway is a senior editor at The 
Federalist and Carrie Severino is chief 
counsel and policy director of the Judi- 
cial Crisis Network, and they carefully 
demonstrate that the nomination contest 
was less about Kavanaugh and more 
about just how far the Left is prepared to 
go to maintain that stranglehold on the 
judicial branch. 

Many conservatives were less than 
overwhelmed with the choice of Kava- 
naugh, noting, among other things, his 
close connection with President George 
W. Bush (he had served in Bush’s White 
House) and his seeking “a compromise 
that would allow [a teen caught entering 
the United States illegally] to obtain her 
abortion,” among other concerns. Senator 
Rand Paul worried about Kavanaugh’s 
commitment to the protections guaranteed 
in the Fourth Amendment. 

More than a few conservatives had 
hoped for Circuit Court Judge Amy 
Comey Barrett, considered a dream pick 
for many on the Right. The authors argue 
that the loss of the Alabama Senate seat in 
the 2017 special election to replace Jeff 
Sessions dropped the Republican majority 
to only 51-49, leading President Trump to 
tap Kavanaugh as the safer pick. 

This was because of concern that Re- 
publican Senators Susan Collins and Lisa 
Murkowski would find Barrett too “con- 
servative.” If all the Republican senators 
could have been counted on to confirm 
Trump’s pick, then Barrett would have 
probably gotten the nod. 

Supreme Court nominations have be- 
come increasingly contested because the 
court has become increasingly bold in 
substituting its own philosophy for that 
of the legislative branch and the state 


governments, and even of the Consti- 
tution itself. Senator Barry Goldwater 
raised the issue of the courts as early as 
his campaign in 1964. “It soon became 
evident that the Warren Court was willing 
to rewrite any law to achieve its trans- 
formative political desires, regardless of 
precedent or the Constitution’s clear lan- 
guage,” the authors contend. 

And it was not just the nominees of 
Democratic presidents. “The records of 
Eisenhower, Nixon, and Ford showed con- 
servative voters that they could not trust 
Republican presidents to appoint justices 
who felt bound by the text of the Constitu- 
tion as understood by those who ratified 
it,” the authors lament. 

By the time Ronald Reagan won the 
White House in 1980, “the conservative 
electorate was actively concerned about 
judges,” they wrote. But Reagan’s record, 
although somewhat better than the three 
previous Republican presidents on judi- 
cial appointments, was still lacking. For 
example, Reagan squandered his first op- 
portunity to put a constitutionalist on the 
bench by playing politics and selecting 
an obscure Arizona state appeals court 
judge because of her sex — Sandra Day 
O’Connor — who did little to change the 
direction of the court to having more re- 
spect for the text of the Constitution. Rea- 
gan’s elevation of William H. Rehnquist 
to chief justice was clearly better, and his 
choice of Antonin Scalia was one of the 
best ever. 

Then, there was the Reagan nomination 
of Robert Bork in 1987, against which the 
Democrats launched an all-out assault on 
the nominee, catching the Republicans 
flat-footed. When Senator Edward Ken- 
nedy delivered an unprecedented attack 
upon the Bork nomination, many Repub- 
licans thought his remarks were so far be- 
yond reality that none of his brutal attack 
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would be taken seriously. “Robert Bork’s 
America is a land in which women would 
be forced into back-alley abortions, blacks 
would sit at segregated lunch counters, 
rogue police could break down doors in 
midnight raids.... [Reagan] should not be 
able to reach out from the muck of Iran- 
gate, reach into the muck of Watergate, 
and impose his reactionary vision of the 
Constitution on the Supreme Court,” Ken- 
nedy warmed. 

The assault was so vicious that it coined 
anew word for unfair and vicious assaults. 
From now on, such treatment would be 
known as “to Bork.” Reagan eventually 
named Anthony Kennedy, hardly a consis- 
tent constitutionalist, the man Kavanaugh 
was to replace. 

Other cases are mentioned, includ- 
ing the infamous unsubstantiated attack 
upon Clarence Thomas in 1991 — with 
a law professor named Anita Hill charg- 
ing Thomas with sexual harassment at the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Com- 
mission when Thomas led the agency a 
decade earlier. The Thomas case is in- 
structive. When Thomas was confirmed 
despite Hill’s accusations, public opinion 
polls revealed that far more Americans 
believed his version of events, rather 
than Hill’s. But even after Thomas took 
his spot on the Supreme Court, the Left 
continued with their accusations. Con- 
servatives largely ignored the attacks by 
the Left on Thomas — after all, they had 
won, not the liberals. As a result, as is the 
case with many historical events, the Left 
has been successful in distorting public 
opinion, and now many more Americans 
believe Hill rather than Thomas. Allow- 
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ing this distortion of events to take root 
no doubt emboldened the Left to try it 
again to destroy Kavanaugh. 

With the “Me Too” movement and its 
mantra that a woman should always be be- 
lieved over a man if she makes an accusa- 
tion of sexual improprieties, it should not 
have been surprising that the Left would 
use a similar charge again. In fact, in their 
preparations to get Kavanaugh confirmed 
the team selected by Trump was expect- 
ing that some woman would step forward 
and make some sexual charge against any 
male nominee. 

The timing of such a charge was very 
similar to that of Hill’s accusations against 
Thomas almost three decades earlier — at 
the very end of the hearings, when it be- 
came apparent that the nominee was going 
to win confirmation. 

Before unleashing any such accusa- 
tions against Kavanaugh, the opponents 
tried various other tactics, including in- 
terrupting the hearings, trying to block 
hallways in the Senate office buildings, 
and, perhaps most bizarre, an attempt to 
associate Kavanaugh with some “White 
Power” movement. While Kavanaugh 
was testifying, his former clerk Zina Bash 
was sitting behind him. As the authors ex- 
plain, “Her arms were crossed, the thumb 
and forefinger of her right hand touching 
to form something like an ‘okay’ gesture.” 
Apparently, the authors noted, “an urban 
legend” insisted that was some “white 
power” gesture. 

Of course, as was the case with the ma- 
licious attacks upon Thomas, the “sexual 
assault” accusations by a college profes- 
sor from California, Christine Blasey 
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Ford, will be what most Americans will 
remember about the hearings — and about 
now-Supreme Court Justice Kavanaugh. 
Dr. Ford, an anti-Trump activist, asserted 
that back in high school, Kavanaugh and 
a friend of his had forced her into a room 
during a summertime party and attempted 
to sexually assault her. Ford could cite 
no witnesses who even remember such a 
party, much less the assault. In fact, Ford 
could not remember the location of the 
party, or even the year. 

Kavanaugh protested that he did not 
even remember knowing Ford. One per- 
son Ford said was at the party, her long- 
time friend, Leland Keyser, said that she 
not only did not remember the party, she 
did not remember knowing Kavanaugh at 
all, much less that he had tried to assault 
her friend. 

Keyser is not some right-wing Repub- 
lican covering up a crime in order to get 
another “conservative” onto the court. 
She is a Democratic Party activist herself, 
having once been married to prominent 
Democratic Party strategist Bob Beckel. 

Turning centuries of tradition upon its 
head, the American Left and its main- 
stream media allies insisted that the mere 
accusation of sexual assault by Kava- 
naugh was enough to merit his removal 
from consideration for elevation to the 
Supreme Court. Despite glaring incon- 
sistencies in her testimony, little to noth- 
ing was reported in that regard, except 
in conservative media. For example, she 
claimed she could not fly to Washington 
to testify because she had a fear of flying, 
but it was later shown that she flew quite 
often, even to destinations across the Pa- 
cific Ocean. 

Among the many examples of oddities 
in her story, the authors zero in on Ford’s 
lack of memory as to who invited her to 
the party, or even how she got to the party 
and back to her house, “a distance that 
would have taken twenty minutes by car 
but would have required a nearly three- 
hour walk in the dark if she did not have 
a ride.” 

“Ford’s account had never been cor- 
roborated by anyone,” the authors note. 

Justice on Trial is a fast-paced, enter- 
taining, yet disturbing book. The authors 
have done a masterful job in demonstrat- 
ing the depths the Left is willing to go to 
accomplish its goals. li 
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Are We There Yet? 


When her autistic child was flying solo 
from Las Vegas to Portland, Alex Bjorn- 
son was concerned for her son’s safety and 
mental well-being. She was later thrilled 
and grateful to learn that he befriended a 
passenger who sat beside him on the plane 
and that he had a wonderful trip. 

Seven-year-old Landon was flying to 
Portland to visit his father on June 27, and 
his mother, Alex, was concerned because 
Landon has high-functioning autism. She 
decided to write a note for Landon to hand 
to whomever he sat beside on the plane in 
the hopes of explaining his condition and 
preparing the passenger for what to expect. 

She warned the stranger that he may be 
prone to frequently asking “Are we there 
yet?” and may become anxious during 
takeoff and landing. 

“He has high functioning autism, which 
means he is very smart and loving but he 
tends to get emotional when he is scared 
and can get hyper,” the note read. 

Along with her phone number and a $10 
bill to incentivize the passenger to be pa- 
tient, the note included the following plea: 
“Tf you could please find it in your heart 
to make him feel comfortable and safe, I 
would be forever grateful.” 

Alex was moved to tears when she re- 
ceived a text message from a stranger named 
Ben Pedraza, who happened to be the pas- 
senger sitting beside Landon on the plane. 

The text message included a selfie of 
Ben and a very happy-looking Landon, 
along with a detailed description of how 
the two enjoyed their flight together. 

The text read, “I was Landon’s seat 
neighbor for his flight to Portland. He did 
ask if we were there yet several times but 
he was a great travel buddy. We hada good 
time and played a few rounds of rock-pa- 
per-scissors. He’s a great kid and you’re 
a lucky mom. I appreciate the $10 but it 
wasn’t necessary. I donated it to Autism- 
Society.org in honor of Landon.” 

Alex took to Facebook to share her 
story, and expressed her immense grati- 
tude for Pedraza for all he did. 

“T am so grateful to this individual, and 
that there are still kind people in the world 
who make a difference like I try myself to 
do as well,” she wrote. 
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Pedraza later told Yahoo! Lifestyle that 
he was particularly moved by Landon’s 
situation after the child informed him that 
he was bullied in school for having autism. 


Chick-fil-A 
Employees Rock! 


Chick-fil-A employee Daryl Howard is 
being praised for helping a World War II 
veteran with a flat tire, FoxSNY reported. 

The 96-year-old veteran is known to 
the Chick-fil-A employees as “Mr. Lee.” 
When he arrived at the Severn, Mary- 
land, restaurant on July 11, he was visibly 
shaken and near tears, the employees re- 
call. Lee told the staff he was driving on 
three tires and just barely made it to the 
restaurant safely, and when he mentioned 
that he didn’t have any help to change the 
tire, Howard reportedly sprang into action 
without hesitation. 

“As soon as he finished his sentence, 
Daryl informed me he needed to help this 
gentleman right now,” restaurant manager 
Rudy Somoza said. “Daryl jumped on into 
action without hesitation.” 

Somoza snapped photos to capture the 
kindness of his colleague. 

“Daryl has always been so helpful to 
anyone in need and deserves recognition,” 
he explained. According to Somoza, Daryl 
was able to fix Lee’s tire in just about 15 
minutes. 


Not All Heroes Wear Capes 


A 20-year-old Aberdeen, Washington, 
man rushed into a burning house to save 
his niece July 4 and suffered 2nd and 3rd 
degree burns, but would “do it again,” he 
told Komo News. 

When the fire erupted, Derrick Byrd 
recalled, he immediately jumped into ac- 
tion to help his sister Kayla. While Kayla 
ran upstairs to get her three children, Byrd 
ran downstairs and outside of the house 
and stood outside the window to catch the 
children as they jumped from the roof just 
outside of their window. 

“T caught Junior and I caught Baby 
Rory out of Kayla’s window,” Byrd said. 

However, the remaining child, eight- 
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year-old Mercedes, was afraid to jump. 
Kayla then fell off the roof, leaving Mer- 
cedes, who fell back into the burning room 
through the window. 

Byrd knew what he had to do. “She was 
screaming my name, so I wasn’t just going 
to let her sit there,” he said. 

“And I just ran up the stairs and pushed 
through the fire,” he said. “I could feel it 
burning me. I got her and took my shirt off 
and put it around her face so she wouldn’t 
breath in any smoke and I just carried her 
out as fast as I could.” 

Byrd and all three children were treated 
at the local hospital for burns, but for- 
tunately, thanks to the heroics of a very 
brave uncle, all survived. 

The fire was a devastating one, as the 
family home is considered by firefighters 
to be a complete loss. First responders were 
shocked that no one was seriously injured 
in the blaze and credited that to Byrd. 

“T would do it again,” Byrd told KOMO 
News from his hospital bed, where he lay 
covered in bandages from his burns. 


1,899 


A church in Wyoming, Michigan, paid off 
the medical debt of 1,899 families, total- 
ing nearly $2 million, with just a $15,000 
donation. 

According to WOOD TV, Grand Rapids 
First partnered with RIP Medical Debt, a 
nonprofit that purchases medical debt for 
pennies on the dollar. 

“It took a $15,000 donation to help 
eliminate $1.8 million worth of medical 
debt that will never be able to be paid by 
these folks,” said Sam Rijfkogel, the lead 
pastor of the church. 

Though the families remain anonymous 
owing to medical privacy laws, they were 
notified in July about the incredible gift 
through a letter from RIP Medical Debt. 

For Pastor Rijfkogel, the gesture is 
meant to be a show of godly love. 

“We just want to show them that there 
are people out there that love you, and 
more importantly, God loves you. We’re 
trying to show you that he does (love 
you) in this tangible way,” Rijfkogel told 
WOOD TV. @ 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Leftists now are following i ERR I 
tactics similar to those 
used by the Communist 
Party during the 1930s. 
Too, the goals are the 
same: to empower the 
federal government. 


a 
RBeaergtf£ 
Fe rege Sy, 


iS PR 


The 1932 “Bonus March” was an effort to lobby Congress to pay a promised World War | 
veterans’ bonus — due in 1945 — early, during the depths of the Great Depression. The April 
8 parade shown here was orderly, but the Communist Party leadership worked to exploit the 
protests to provoke a confrontation with authorities, culminating in the violence and military 


intervention of July 28. 
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by Steve Byas 


mob of 5,000 men, part of what became known in history 
as “the Bonus March,” moved under the hot sun of July 28, 
1932, up Pennsylvania Avenue in the direction of the Treasury 
Building and the White House. In between them were the D.C. 
police force, but they were outnumbered five to one. As the po- 
lice confronted the menacing throng moving inexorably forward, 
Pelham Glassford, superintendent of the Washington police, was 
manhandled and stripped of his superintendent’s gold badge. 
Gunfire erupted and two men were killed, with at least 20 more 
severely injured. The police had lost control of the situation, and 
the mob was poised to break through to the White House itself. 
The Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia made a 


I t was the third summer of the Great Depression. An angry 
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desperate plea for federal troops. President Herbert Hoover quickly 
huddled with Patrick Hurley, the secretary of war, and they agreed 
that only the Army could stop the mob. Hurley immediately sent 
an order to General Douglas MacArthur, the Army chief of staff. 

“The President has just now informed me that the civil gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia has reported to him that it is 
unable to maintain law and order in the District,” Hurley wrote 
to MacArthur. “You will have United States troops proceed im- 
mediately to the scene of disorder.” 

Hurley further told MacArthur to “cooperate fully with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia police force,” and to turn over all prisoners to 
them. Hurley added that “any women and children who may be in 
the affected area be accorded every consideration and kindness.” 

Six hundred soldiers were quickly deployed under General 
Perry Miles, drawn from units near the city. Miles told his unit 
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commanders, “We are acting on the orders 
of the President of the United States. The 
cavalry will make a demonstration down 
Pennsylvania Avenue. The infantry will 
deploy in line of skirmishers in the rear of 
the cavalry. You will surround the area and 
evict the men in possession there.” 

Meanwhile, several members of the 
American Communist Party had infiltrat- 
ed the mob, hoping at best for an imme- 
diate violent revolution against the U.S. 
government, or at least some bloodshed, 
about which in the words of communist 
organizer John T. Pace, “The commu- 
nists didn’t care how many veterans were 
killed. I was told Moscow had ordered 
riots and bloodshed in the hopes that this 
might set off the revolution.” 

Despite these nefarious goals of the com- 
munists, the judicious use of force by Gen- 
eral MacArthur ended the threat without 
firing a shot. As MacArthur recalled in his 
1964 autobiography Reminiscences, “The 
sticks, clubs, and stones of the rioters were 
met only by tear gas and steady pressure. 
No one was killed and there were no seri- 
ous injuries on either side.” 

Pace later told the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, “It is my opinion 
that had this gone on another week, the 
Communists would have gained the lead- 
ership of the bonus expeditionary forces,” 
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noting this could have led to “disastrous” 
results for America. By the time Pace tes- 
tified to HCUA in 1948, he had left the 
Communist Party, but during the Bonus 
March in 1932, he was among the leading 
Communist Party agitators hoping to use 
the event to advance their ultimate goal of 
a Soviet America. 

Having failed to either initiate a vio- 
lent revolution immediately, or instigate 
mass bloodshed that could then be used 
for propaganda purposes and another try at 
eventual revolution against the U.S. gov- 
ernment, the communists and their allies 
grossly distorted what happened in hopes 
of still being able to accomplish their 
goals. A principal target of this propaganda 
effort was MacArthur. He wrote in Remi- 
niscences, “Speeches pictured me in full 
dress uniform astride a fiery white charger, 
bedecked with medals, waving a bloody 
saber, and leading a mad cavalry charge 
against unarmed and innocent civilians.” 

But the truth was quite different, as 
there was no cavalry charge, no fiery 
white horse, and no saber. Historian Paul 
Johnson, writing in his book A History of 
the American People, said of the Bonus 
March, “No episode in American history 
has been the basis for more falsehood, 
much of it deliberate.” 

Because such history is misrepresented 


Restraint: Thanks to the prudent use of 

force by Army Chief of Staff General Douglas 
MacArthur, the efforts of communist agitators 
to provoke revolution, or at least bloodshed, 
were thwarted. MacArthur cleared the Bonus 
Marchers out of the city without firing a shot. 


for a purpose — to advance the cause 
of those who would like to see America 
fundamentally transformed into a hard- 
core socialist country — it is necessary to 
challenge this falsified history with what 
really happened in the Bonus March, and 
demonstrate how the radical Left still uses 
similar events for their own purposes. 


The Origin of the Bonus 

March: the Bonus Bill 

To better understand what happened in 
1932, we need to go back to the end of 
the First World War, which concluded in 
1918. More than 100,000 American sol- 
diers had died in the year that the United 
States was actively engaged in the fight- 
ing, and many more had suffered debili- 
tating injuries. Beyond that, the war had 
produced hundreds of thousands of war 
veterans. 

The American Legion, formed in 1919, 
took the lead in lobbying for a larger 
“bonus” for these veterans than the $60 
they had been initially awarded. Another 
organization, the Veterans of Foreign 
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Wars, took up the cause of a larger bonus, 
as well. These two organizations provided 
a powerful political force in favor of a 
larger “bonus.” 

Senator Warren Harding of Ohio, a Re- 
publican, had won the 1920 presidential 
election, promising to return the nation to 
“normalcy” after the Progressive years of 
Democratic President Woodrow Wilson. 
The nation had expended a tremendous 
sum of money to fight Wilson’s war “to 
end all wars,” and the government had 
been left with a large war debt. The war 
had left the country with an inflationary 
spiral, followed by a rather severe eco- 
nomic depression, and the federal gov- 
ernment had to contend with drastically 
reduced revenues. 

As such, Harding opposed any additional 
“bonus,” arguing that this massive expendi- 
ture would “virtually defeat the Adminis- 
tration’s program of economy,” and would 
be a “disaster to the nation’s fi- 


is not owed at all now and to demand more 
money than is owed ultimately.” 

Under normal circumstances, most 
Americans would have probably agreed 
with these sentiments. But the introduc- 
tion of the legislation that would provide 
some money to hundreds of thousands of 
World War I veterans in the depths of the 
Great Depression led Walter W. Waters, 
an unemployed cannery superintendent, 
to organize jobless veterans in Portland, 
Oregon, to lead a march to the nation’s 
capital and pressure Congress to pass the 
Patman bill. 


The Communist Party’s 

Effort to Use the Bonus March 

The reality is that the Bonus March, when 
it happened, caught the Communist Party 
somewhat by surprise, but as is its pat- 
tern, it quickly moved to use the march 
to advance its own goals. The American 


Communist Party had been trying to cre- 
ate a revolutionary mood in the United 
States for several months. For example, in 
1930, it instigated what it termed a “hun- 
ger march” of about 10,000 people who 
paraded in Washington, D.C., and picketed 
the White House. The Communist Party 
hoped this presence of desperate unem- 
ployed people would provoke a confron- 
tation with the local police. 

That having failed, the Communist 
Party joined others in calling for an imme- 
diate cash payment of the bonus in early 
1932, and even advocated in its official 
newspaper, The Daily Worker, for a march 
on the nation’s capital to demand it. But 
then Waters unexpectedly took the lead. 

At first, Waters’ call for a Bonus March 
attracted few followers — only 300 men by 
May 1932, but the propaganda machine of 
the Communist Party quickly moved into 
action. Its front group, the Workers Ex-Ser- 

vicemen’s League, issued its own 


nances.” Harding successfully ve- 
toed the first attempt to enact the 
bonus, but he died in 1923. His 
successor, Calvin Coolidge, was in 
total agreement with Harding on 
the issue, arguing that “patriotism 
... bought and paid for is not pa- 
triotism,” but the pro-bonus lobby 
in Congress did not give up, and a 
bonus bill eventually passed over 
Coolidge’s veto in 1924. Under 
the bill, each veteran would be 
slated to receive a bonus of $1.25 
for each day of overseas service, 
capped at a total of $625. 

The bill provided that the bonus 
would be paid in 1945 — typical 
of the tendency of lawmakers to 
“kick the can down the road.” 

But by early 1932, Texas Con- 
gressman Wright Patman saw a 
way to score political points and 
introduced what Don Lohbeck 
called in his book Patrick J. Hur- 
ley, “a demagogic bill calling for 
the printing of 2 billion dollars 
of fiat money and the immediate 
payment, at full maturity value, of 
all soldiers’ adjusted silver certifi- 
cates.” Walter Lippman, a political 
commentator at the time, wrote of 
the proposal, “To demand payment 
of the principal ofa debt ... before 
it is due is to demand money that 
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Playbook of then and today: Writing in his book The Whole of 
Their Lives, Benjamin Gitlow, a leader in the U.S. Communist Party 
who eventually left the party, wrote that the communists in charge 
wanted “serious bloodshed after a fight between communist led 
veterans and police... It is just what they had conspired to bring 
about” — an incident to use as propaganda. 


call for a veterans’ march in early 
June. Benjamin Gitlow, a Com- 
munist Party leader at the time of 
the Bonus March, explained in his 
book The Whole of Their Lives, 
“In less than two weeks’ time the 
Communists were on their way to 
Washington from New York, Chi- 
cago, Seattle, and Los Angeles.” 
According to Lohbeck, in 
Patrick J. Hurley, the commu- 
nists had two goals they hoped 
to achieve in joining the Bonus 
March: to focus the attention of 
the world on this bold assault 
on the seat of capitalist govern- 
ment, and to provoke incidents 
that could be used in building the 
Communist Party in America. 
As out-of-work veterans from 
across the country began to move 
toward the nation’s capital, the 
Communist Party was deter- 
mined to get its people there, as 
well, and take over leadership of 
the Bonus March. Pace recalled 
that some Communist Party radi- 
cals even successfully comman- 
deered a freight train in Detroit 
and used it to make it most of the 
way to D.C. “The Party tried to 
instill in the minds of the work- 
ers that all these things [such as 
privately owned freight trains] 
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Gunfire erupted and two men were killed, with at least 20 more severely injured. The police had lost control 
of the situation, and the mob was poised to break through to the White House itself. 


were the result of the labor of the workers 
and that they had a right to commandeer 
them and take them,” Pace explained to 
the HCUA in 1948. He added that it was 
party policy to, whenever possible, en- 
courage violation of the law. This, they 
hoped, would provoke an overreaction 
from the police, which the communists 
hoped would lead to bloodshed, which 
could then be blamed on the government. 

The marchers began to pour into the 
areas near Washington, and party opera- 
tives huddled to consider how to proceed. 
A major question was whether they should 
distribute themselves among the various 
camps in and around the city or settle 
in their own camp. After a discussion, 
as Pace later told the HCUA, “We con- 
cluded that we should settle in a camp to 
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ourselves in order to create a base for op- 
erations. We had learned that a part of our 
contingent had already been sent to Camp 
Anacostia and about 100 had billeted in 
Camp Bartlett. I immediately contacted 
Camp Bartlett and registered there as a 
bonus marcher.” 

After getting organized and developing 
a plan on how to best exploit the Bonus 
March to advance the cause of the Com- 
munist Party, Pace told his fellow commu- 
nists to “penetrate other contingents in the 
camp to organize a mass meeting that eve- 
ning in the camp” so that he could make 
an appeal for a march into the city itself. 

“The following morning, after the meet- 
ing that evening, we took our blankets and 
our mess kits that had been issued to us 
in the camp and proceeded to march to 
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Opportunities: Some veterans of the 
Bonus March passed the time in the camps 
in D.C. by singing. Most of the veterans 
during the Bonus March that summer 
were just desperate men, not communists, 
suffering through the Great Depression. 
The Communist Party, however, viewed the 
men in the camps as nothing more than 

an opportunity to advance the goals of the 
Moscow-controlled American Communist 
Party. 


Washington,” Pace later recalled. “Major 
French [the provost marshal of the camp] 
and two District of Columbia policemen 
stepped in the gateway and told us that we 
could not go to Washington. Of course, we 
knew that three people could not stop 700 
or 800, so we just pushed them out of the 
way and proceeded to march to Thirteenth 
and B Streets, SW.” 


Early Government 

Sympathy With the Marchers 

After communists and the veterans made 
camp in the city, they were soon visited by 
Pelham Glassford, the police commission- 
er of the district, who was very sympathet- 
ic to the cause of a veteran bonus. Pace 
and his fellow communists were disturbed 
as Glassford became “very fraternal” with 
the campers, especially when many of the 
non-communists began to warm up to him. 
The communists viewed the police as the 
supporters of the capitalist system and 
their enemy. 

As more marchers arrived, many in 
destitute condition, Glassford became 
concerned. Some were living in shelters 
made of egg crates, scraps of junked cars, 
old wall paper, and rusty bed frames. He 
housed many in unused government build- 
ings, and telegraphed the governors of all 
48 states urging them to dissuade more 
veterans from coming. According to a 
1963 American Heritage article by John 
Weaver, Glassford told the governors that 
“relief resources were already overtaxed.” 
Glassford requested militia tents and roll- 
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ing kitchens from the National Guard, 
and General MacArthur issued an order 
to meet Glassford’s request. A number of 
rolling kitchens were set up on the Ana- 
costia Flats, where many of the marchers 
were in camp. 

This humanitarian gesture, however, 
caused concern from some in Congress 
that giving the marchers meals would en- 
courage even more of the millions of un- 
employed Americans to descend on the 
nation’s capital. This concern led to the 
eventual withdrawal of the rolling kitchens. 

In his book Reminiscences, MacArthur 
recalled the growing tension throughout 
the month of June. “The camps [were] 
now occupied by an estimated 17,000 
spread out to every sizeable vacant lot. At 
night, morose men squatted by burning 
campfires listening silently to the endless 
speeches, always tinged with the increas- 
ing violence of Communist propaganda. 
The privations, the punishing heat, the 
unsanitary living conditions, and the inter- 
minable hours of wishful waiting for the 
slightly more than one thousand dollars 
which was to be each man’s share — if 
Congress relented — took its toll.” 


During this time, the communist front 
group calling itself the Workers Ex- 
Servicemen’s League began traveling 
among the camps to spread propaganda 
among the veterans, designed to smear 
the non-communist leaders in the camps. 
Especially targeted was Walter Waters, 
who had initiated the march. Pace later 
explained to Congress the reasoning of 
the communists: “The purpose was to dis- 
credit them in the eyes of their followers 
in order to create confusion and eventually 
a split in the ranks of the followers, which 
would give our forces a wedge” so as to 
capture the leadership of that contingent 
from Waters and other non-communists 
who were accused of being sell-outs to 
the cause. Additionally, Pace testified, the 
communists would make common cause 
with the more militant members of each 
camp, hoping to wrest control away from 
the more moderate leaders. 

Many in the federal government and 
the district’s police force failed to grasp 
what was happening: the communists 
were steadily taking over the Bonus 
March, hoping to either cause an immedi- 
ate revolution, or more likely to cause an 
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incident with massive numbers of casual- 
ties that could be used to cast the govern- 
ment as oppressive and fascist. While the 
regular Bonus Marchers, such as those 
led by Waters, were motivated mainly to 
petition Congress for an immediate cash 
payment of the bonus, abiding by the 
law, the communists had a different goal. 
Pace, one of those communists hoping 
to use the Bonus March to advance the 
goals of the communists, later told Con- 
gress (after he had left the party) that the 
communists and their allies hoped to “use 
these grievances — the general economic 
situation — this demand for a bonus, to 
build a revolutionary force and to gain 
followers for the cause of the revolution.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

As such, the nightly speeches by the 
communist agitators focused more on 
the general unfitness of the U.S. gov- 
ernment itself, rather than on the bonus. 
“They charged that the government was 
an agency of business — the government 
was handing out all kinds of doles to in- 
dustry and banks — not doing anything 
for the veteran and the unemployed,” Pace 
explained. 

The intention was to enrage the march- 
ers enough to provoke law enforcement 
into a violent reaction, Pace added. 

Then the House of Representatives 
voted to pay the bonus immediately, re- 
sulting in a wave of exultation throughout 
the camps; however, the Senate quickly 
defeated the Bonus Bill. When that hap- 
pened, some veterans accepted the defeat 
and began to drift away. Congress voted 
an appropriation of $100,000 to provide 
the veterans with transportation home and 
out of D.C. Glassford — the police com- 
missioner — mounted a blue motorcycle 
and drove through the camps, urging them 
to take the government offer. As marchers 
left, however, they were soon replaced by 
an even larger number, more open to the 
radicalism of the Communist Party. 

Seventeen thousand veterans assem- 
bled in front of the Capitol as Congress 


Like trying to get blood from a turnip: 
Thousands of men descended upon the U.S. 
Capitol Building on July 5, 1932, demanding 
that Congress immediately give them their war 
bonus, more than a decade early. Congress, 
however, had little money to give to anyone in 
a time of falling revenues. 
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prepared to adjourn. Hoping that all the 
veterans would join those in leaving the 
city, Waters was invited to meet with Sec- 
retary of War Hurley and Army Chief of 
Staff MacArthur on July 26. During the 
five-hour meeting, Hurley was blunt with 
Waters: “You and your bonus army have 
no business in Washington. We are not in 
sympathy with your being here. We will 
not cooperate in any way with your re- 
maining here.” 

Waters then turned to MacArthur and 
asked, “If the troops should be called 
out against us, will the B.E.F. [Bonus 
Expeditionary Force, as they were call- 
ing themselves by this time] be given the 
opportunity to form in columns, salvage 
their belongings, and retreat in an orderly 
fashion?” 

MacArthur told Waters, 
friend, of course.” 

As it happened, however, Waters had 
lost control of the Bonus March, and a 
small group of radicals rushed police 
lines on July 28, following the evacua- 
tion of the buildings, and a brick battle 
ensued. After Glassford called for a 
“lunch armistice” in a vain attempt to de- 
fuse the situation, he was himself struck 
in the chest with a brickbat. Quickly, a 
brawl broke out, and some police officers 


“Yes, my 
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fired on the veterans, killing two. Three 
officers were sent to the hospital. 

This was the moment when the com- 
missioners believed the police had lost 
control of the situation and prevailed 
upon President Hoover to call out the 
Army. Hoover believed the marchers 
were “organized and promoted by the 
Communists,” and were even being 
egged on by his Democratic rivals. He 
recalled the hunger demonstrations in 
many American cities, where there were 
violent confrontations with the police. In 
March, there had been a riot at a Ford 
plant in Detroit, where four rioters had 
been killed by police. The ensuing fu- 
neral procession included portraits of 
Vladimir Lenin, complete with banners 
of the communist symbol of the hammer 
and sickle. 

Once Hoover made the decision to call 
out the Army, MacArthur met with Gen- 
eral Perry Miles at the War Department to 
work out contingency plans to protect the 
White House, the Capitol, the Treasury 
building, and the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing. Troops assembled behind 
the White house. In the late afternoon, 
four troops of cavalry arrived, supported 
by six tanks. Rather than leave as soon 
as the Army was called out, the commu- 


Almost a major incident: As the Communist 
Party hoped, Bonus Marchers clashed with 
D.C. police. When the police proved unable to 
control the increasingly dangerous situation, 
President Herbert Hoover and Secretary of War 
Patrick Hurley turned to General MacArthur 
and the Army to save the day. 


nists decided this was the time to act. Is- 
rael Amter, a member of the Communist 
Party Central Committee, had arrived 
from New York, and proposed “continu- 
ous picketing of the White House.” He 
told his comrades, “If we allow the vet- 
erans to get out of Washington without a 
fight, we have lost our cause.” 

As the soldiers moved out, MacArthur 
soon arrived at the scene, ignoring the 
advice of his own chief of staff, Major 
Dwight Eisenhower, who had suggested 
that it would be better to leave the actual 
operation in the hands of Miles. MacAr- 
thur disagreed, arguing that “incipient 
revolution was in the air.” He granted the 
veterans additional time to collect their 
belongings. When some veterans still 
refused to leave, with some in the mob 
throwing stones and brickbats, and hoist- 
ing clubs, MacArthur gave what he later 
regarded as the most distasteful order 
he had ever given: Drive the remaining 
marchers out of the city. He admonished 
his soldiers to “use all humanity consis- 
tent with the execution of the order.” 

MacArthur was able to end the ugly 
situation without gunfire and remarkably 
few casualties, yet today, many liberal 
historians find fault with his handling of a 
very difficult and precarious situation. But 
Pace, in his testimony to Congress years 
later, did not. 

Pace told the HCUA, “I do not believe 
that the government had any alternative 
because of the rapid pace being made. It 
is my candid opinion that had this thing 
gone on for another week, the communists 
would have gained the leadership of the 
Bonus Expeditionary Forces, thereby re- 
sulting in forcing the government to take 
the action that they did take [call out the 
Army], at a time when the results would 
have been much more disastrous.” He 
added that he was told by his superiors in 
the party to “use every trick to bring about 
bloodshed.” 

Joseph Zack Kornfeder, the other 
communist leader who testified along 
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with Pace in 1949, agreed, telling the 
committee that had the communists 
been able to get control of the B.E.F., 
they would have attempted to storm the 
White House itself. An Army intelli- 
gence report, declassified in 1991, took 
the same position back in 1932. The re- 
port concluded that the B.E.F. intended 
to storm the Capitol, as well, and call for 
communist uprisings in all major U.S. 
cities. Ominously, the report explained 
that a Marine unit a mere eight blocks 
from the Capitol was not called upon, 
out of fear that they might even side with 
the revolutionaries. 

While some have falsely stated the mob 
was totally unarmed (other than stones 
and clubs), after the marchers were finally 
forced out of the city, the Army found sev- 
eral machine guns in the camps. 

Fortunately, the wise and prudent use 
of force by General MacArthur prevented 
such frightening scenarios. 

Unfortunately, the Communist Party 
and others on the Left have succeeded in 
painting an alternative historical account. 
As Arthur Herman wrote in his book, 


Douglas MacArthur: American War- 
rior, the communists described soldiers 
charging with “fixed bayonets, firing into 
a crowd of unarmed men, women and 
children.” These ficticious accounts told 
of tents being set on fire “with men and 
women trapped inside; of cavalrymen’s 
sabers dripping blood from slicing off 
veterans’ ears, and even of a small child 
being bayoneted while trying to save his 
pet rabbit.” 

What lessons can be learned from this 
unhappy episode? Certainly, little has 
changed from 1932 in the way the vio- 
lent Left operates. While the actual Com- 
munist Party has declined in importance, 
like-minded radical revolutionaries have 
taken their place. They still provoke the 
police at every opportunity, hoping to 
cause an overreaction. They still pro- 
mote, with the assistance of most of the 
media, twisted versions of events, such 
as “hands up, don’t shoot.” 

In some cases, the media even defends 
violence. In a Zime magazine article in 
2014, “Ferguson: In Defense of Rioting,” 
the author argued, “Peaceful protesting is 


a luxury only available to those safely in 
mainstream culture.” 

In the Ferguson riots, the Organiza- 
tion for Black Struggle, a communist-led 
group, played a key role in the riots. The 
media glosses over the violence of Antifa 
(short for Antifascist Action), but its roots 
can be traced back to the German Com- 
munist Party in the 1930s — the logo of 
Antifa is virtually identical to that of the 
German Antifa, except, of course, the 
words Antifascist Action were written in 
German in Germany. 

In short, far-left radicals are like blood- 
sucking parasites. They latch onto any 
grievance, real or imagined, and attempt 
to use it to advance their own Marxist 
agenda. Those who know their world his- 
tory are familiar with how the radicals in 
the French Revolution used legitimate 
grievances to send France into the Reign 
of Terror. 

That is the lesson of the communists 
and the Bonus March of 1932, and it is 
the lesson of Antifa-led riots today. It is 
a lesson that Americans should take seri- 
ously. 
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e transfers oversight to international bodies such as the UN 
e ratifies the UN’s Law of the Sea Treaty 
* copies portions of the Trans-Pacific Partnership word- 


e receives high praise from globalists 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


The Politicizing of 
Criminal Prosecutions 


You want to believe that the criminal justice 
system is operated impartially, but every so 
often we learn about blatant abuses that 
make us question that notion. One such 
case entailed criminal charges filed against 
Iraq War veteran Ben Wassell from Silver 
Creek, New York. Wassell was the first 
person charged back in 2013 under the re- 
cently passed New York Secure Ammuni- 
tion & Firearms Enforcement (SAFE) Act. 
Wassell was arrested by state police for sell- 
ing firearms in violation of the SAFE act 
that included prohibited features such as 
an “illegal” pistol grip, telescoping stock, 
and bayonet mount. The criminal charges 
and resulting legal proceedings have turned 
Wassell’s life upside down. “This whole 
thing has been hell for me and my family. 
We'll never get those years back.... I got 
fired from the job I had when I got arrested. 
I was also under consideration for a job with 
the federal government, and I was told I was 
no longer under consideration because of 
the arrest. I tried to get back on active duty 
with the Marines and was turned down,” 
Wassell told the Buffalo News in early July. 

The story of a veteran being prosecuted 
for exercising constitutionally protected 
rights is upsetting enough, but the most 
troubling aspect of the story was the over- 
reaching done by the state attorney gen- 
eral’s office to intervene in the case for 
obvious political reasons. New York At- 
torney General Eric Schneiderman insert- 
ed himself into the ordeal and took over 
the prosecution from the district attorney’s 
office in the rural county where the alleged 
crimes occurred. Some observers argued 
that Schneiderman felt that a district attor- 
ney from a pro-gun rural county would be 
too easy on the military veteran. Wassell 
was prosecuted by the State Attorney Gen- 
eral’s Office in 2014, convicted on three 
charges, and sentenced to probation, but 
Wassell’s attorney appealed the convic- 
tion. The appeals process can sometimes 
take years, and it did in this case. In the 
years that followed, Schneiderman, who 
was so anxious to score brownie points 
with the anti-gun Left by prosecuting a 
war veteran, would later be accused of 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
eo NM 


sexually abusing multiple women and re- 
sign in disgrace within three hours of the 
allegations being made public. 

The appeal was ultimately successful 
and WGRZ reported on July 8 that Was- 
sell’s convictions were overturned based 
on the grounds that Schneiderman lacked 
the jurisdiction to prosecute the case. 

Schneiderman’s successor decided not 
to appeal this decision, so Wassell’s case 
was dismissed, meaning that he is now 
a free man with a clean record. Second 
Amendment advocates were grateful that 
Wassell was exonerated but disappointed 
that the underlying legal arguments against 
the SAFE act were not going to be ap- 
pealed to the U.S. Supreme Court where, 
they hoped, the draconian gun-control law 
would be ruled unconstitutional. 

It was widely known that Schneider- 
man had long been positioning himself 
for a run as New York governor, and the 
role of attorney general had been used by 
prior politicians as a springboard to higher 
office. An editorial in the Observer from 
Dunkirk, New York, put it best when its 
author wrote, “The full weight of the gov- 
ernment must be used only in the most 
serious of cases. Schneiderman’s insis- 
tence on interjecting his office in what 
was essentially a local prosecutorial mat- 
ter is chilling.... It is good that the court 
reiterated that political witch hunts have 
no place in our courts.” 


Dip in the Pool 


In a scene reminiscent of a violent Holly- 
wood film, officers responding to a home 
break-in found the bloody body of a de- 
ceased suspect floating in a backyard pool. 
KCBD reported out of San Diego on July 
16 about the incident where a son came to 
the aid of his father and dispatched a dan- 
gerous home intruder. Police are still in- 
vestigating, but they do not believe the de- 
ceased suspect and the family at the home 
knew each other. The San Diego Union- 
Tribune reported that the family told inves- 
tigators an intruder had broken in to their 
house and attacked the father, stabbing him 
multiple times in his upper body. The man’s 
20-year-old son witnessed this attack and 
responded by grabbing a loaded gun and 


firing at the suspect, hitting him several 
times. The wounded attacker fled the home, 
but did not get far, as he collapsed into the 
backyard pool. The father was transported 
to a nearby medical facility and is reported 
to be in stable condition. 


YouTube Targets the 
Second Amendment 


Ammoland.com reported on July 16 
about the most recent iteration of efforts 
by CEOs to further the agenda of the gun- 
control lobby. YouTube, which is owned 
by tech giant Google, is now attempting 
to demonetize channels that feature guns, 
even if the videos do not violate the plat- 
form’s terms of service. The YouTube 
Partner Program is designed to encourage 
YouTube contributors, popularly referred 
to as “YouTubers,” to create popular con- 
tent that YouTube can post advertising on 
and share the revenue with the content cre- 
ator. A YouTuber with a popular channel 
whose videos get a lot of views will be 
rewarded by being able to share ad rev- 
enue from the ads featured on his videos. 
Some YouTubers are so successful at this 
they are able to make a full-time living just 
from their YouTube channel. But this pro- 
gram has now been overhauled to prohibit 
people who produce content featuring 
guns from sharing in ad revenue, which 
“demonetizes” their channel. One such 
content creator who featured guns was 
called “The Honest Outlaw,” who posted 
a video after the demonetization and stated 
that Google would never let him back into 
the program and that the tech support re- 
fused to give him a clear answer on why 
he was demonetized. 

Other YouTubers have reported similar 
experiences, in which their channels were 
quickly demonetized with no explanation. 
This is just another example of a grow- 
ing trend where unaccountable corporate 
forces in the world of technology and fi- 
nance are working together to pass a gun- 
control agenda that has stalled at the ballot 
box. Defenders of the Second Amendment 
need to wake up to this non-government 
threat posed by corporations. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Housing Affordability Hurt 
by Regulatory State; Pols 
Push for More of the Same 


ITEM: On June 26 and June 27, the Real 
Deal (an online and print publication that 
focuses on real estate) summarized where 
Democratic presidential candidates stand 
on housing policies. Former Vice Presi- 
dent Joe Biden wants, said the Real Deal, 
“to increase the energy efficiency of low- 
income housing and increase density in 
neighborhoods, which could shorten com- 
mute times. Vermont Sen. Bernie Sanders 
wants to heavily invest in green infra- 
structure like public transit as part of a 
Green New Deal, a concept many other 
candidates back.” 

California Senator Kamala Harris, 

said the paper, has proposed the Rent Re- 
lief Act, which “would provide a tax credit 
for renters spending more than 30 percent 
of their income on rent and utilities, the 
level considered a financial burden on 
tenants.”’ (Harris subsequently offered 
a more extensive plan.) Massachusetts 
Senator Elizabeth Warren has said “she 
will pump $500 billion into building and 
preserving affordable housing.” That plan 
will be financed, Warren says, by taxing 
inherited wealth — to include raising the 
tax rate of “an estimated 14,000 of the 
wealthiest families each year.” 
ITEM: The New York Times, in a July 7 
editorial, noted that Senator Warren was 
among those who “have proposed that the 
federal government should pressure local 
governments to allow more development” 
in suburbs. 

The federal government, say the edi- 
tors, should “require local jurisdictions 
to make reasonable plans to accommo- 
date population growth,” including “al- 
lowing small-scale apartment buildings 
in single-family neighborhoods.” Warren, 
they noted, has proposed “a variant on the 
same theme: awarding $10 billion in new 
funding to governments that adopt land- 
use reforms.” 

Rent, declare the Times, is “simply 
too high” for “millions of lower-income 
Americans.” The editors acknowledge 
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One among many: Senator Elizabeth Warren is one of numerous Democratic presidential 
aspirants who not only has plans for government to provide housing to the poor, but wants to 
open the borders to import more poor people — without a realistic way to pay for it all. 


that a “variety of government programs, 
including public housing, subsidized hous- 
ing and rent vouchers, provide affordable 
homes for roughly five million families. 
But as many as 18 million more need simi- 
lar help.” 

The editors proclaim: “Proposals to 
make federal infrastructure funding con- 
tingent on land use reform also might be 
usefully extended by requiring affluent 
communities to accept affordable housing 
projects.” 

Irem: Senator Harris, reported Politico 
for July 6, says the United States has to 
“deal with the racial wealth gap,” and 
accordingly has proposed “a $100 billion 
federal program to help black people buy 
homes.” This plan, “which would provide 
down payment and closing cost assistance 
of up to $25,000 to people renting or liv- 
ing in historically red-lined communities, 
would help some 4 million home-buyers.” 
CORRECTION: Actually, since housing 
unaffordability has been driven by unwise 
rules and onerous regulations, especially 
restrictive land-use policies, as well as re- 
peated handouts of expensive government 
subsidies, it is irrational to believe that the 
situation will be improved by inflicting us 
with more of the same. 

We’ve been through this dissimula- 
tion before, with the government-caused 


housing foreclosure crisis of 2008 being 
one dramatic outcome, with the U.S. gov- 
ernment’s Community Reinvestment Act 
mandating that loans be given to high-risk 
clientele in high-risk areas. 

Meanwhile, rent control — whether in 
Oregon (as described below) or elsewhere 
— will do one thing for sure: It will limit 
the supply of housing. Here’s a primer 
from the editors of the Wall Street Journal 
on March 4: 


The history of price controls on rents 
tells us what is likely to happen now 
in Oregon. Rent restrictions create an 
incentive for developers to maximize 
profits by building high-end apart- 
ments rather than units affordable 
to lower- and middle-class families. 
Some developers may opt not to build 
at all in Oregon. And as the new evic- 
tion rules give landlords less control 
over their residential property, they’I1 
have an incentive to demolish exist- 
ing affordable housing and use land 
for commercial buildings. 


Price controls have also helped make San 
Francisco one of the most expensive rental 
markets in the world (and the most pricey 
for one-bedroom apartment units, accord- 
ing to the Zumper company). 
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When economists from all across the 
political spectrum are virtually unanimous 
over the conclusion that rent controls are 
destructive, that should give pause to even 
a marginally thoughtful politician. (One 
poll of 464 economists, published in 1992, 
found that 93 percent of the U.S. respon- 
dents agreed, completely or with some pro- 
visos, that “a ceiling on rents reduces the 
quantity and quality of housing available.’’) 

Yet, because a national election is up- 
coming, we have another passel of wrong- 
headed Democrat candidates who have 
dressed up old bad policies in new outfits. 
Herein, we’ll focus on Warren and Harris 
because their potentially dreadful policies 
have been fleshed out a bit more. 

Time magazine, in a cover story, de- 
scribed Warren’s housing plan as one of 
her “sweeping policy proposals” that make 
up her “progressive vision for America.” 
Here’s her not-so-novel solution: Let’s tax 
the rich. In Zime s pollyannaish view: War- 
ren’s “$500 billion federal outlay would 
help build, preserve and rehab millions of 
housing units for lower-income families. 
It would be paid for by taxing inherited 
wealth.” 

This is, sadly, another policy rerun. As 
described by Thomas Aiello of the Na- 
tional Taxpayers Union, since most of the 
affordable housing is “centered in urban 
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areas in coastal states, Senator Warren 
proposes to reward the disastrous actions 
of many of the governments located there. 
Their economically damaging policies 
may have forced out private capital, but 
don’t worry, Senator Warren will give 
them a half-trillion dollars of taxpayer 
money to help solve their self-inflicted 
crisis.” 

Here are some of the details, as Aiel- 
lo put it in nationalreview.com in April: 
Under Warren’s plan, a first-time 


homebuyer in a formerly redlined 
neighborhood would be eligible to 
receive a taxpayer-funded down pay- 
ment of up to 3.5 percent of a home’s 
value. Interestingly enough, Warren’s 
definition of a “first-time homebuyer” 
is just someone who hasn’t owned a 
home in the past three years, not some- 
one who has never owned property. 

It is no coincidence that Warren 
chose 3.5 percent of a home’s value, 
as borrowers need only a 3.5 percent 
down payment to be eligible for a 
loan backed by the Federal Housing 
Administration (FHA). In this sce- 
nario, a buyer can purchase a home, 
with a taxpayer-provided down pay- 
ment and taxpayers underwriting the 
loan — a pretty sweet deal. 
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Result of restrictions: San Francisco has numerous building restrictions and government- 
applied rent control, both of which have driven up costs of housing by limiting supply. 
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Well, for the taxpayers, it’s pretty sour. 
When grantees don’t have sufficient “skin 
in the game,” it’s a lot easier to walk away 
from a loan. Indeed, between 1975 and 
2013, according to one estimate, one in 
eight FHA house-buyers was foreclosed 
on. According to a July piece in Forbes, 
in a number of urban neighborhoods in 
the United States, the FHA foreclosure 
rate routinely exceeded 10 times the rate 
of conventional mortgages. 

Let’s also consider, as part of the Dem- 
ocrats’ vote-purchasing competition, the 
housing schemes of Senator Harris — the 
former district attorney of San Francisco. 

This is the same City on the Bay where, 
according to market data, one-bedroom 
apartments rented this spring for $3,600 
a month on average. That was an increase 
of almost 10 percent from last year. Mean- 
while, San Francisco’s homelessness cri- 
sis is notorious. The price of single family 
homes is also astounding — with a 2018 
real estate study revealing that about 81 
percent of homes in the city are valued at 
more than $1 million. 

With that in mind, is Harris attempt- 
ing to mitigate the problems by tak- 
ing aim at the restrictions on supply? 
Of course not. Where are the votes for 
that? Rather, as explained in early July 
by Christian Britschgi, an associate edi- 
tor at Reason, Harris “wants to subsi- 
dize low-income people’s ability to get 
in on this racket. It’s a similar approach 
to her Rent Relief Act, which aims to 
combat increasingly unaffordable rents 
by subsidizing tenants’ monthly rents.” 
Britschgi continues: 


By subsidizing demand while leaving 
restrictions on supply in place, both 
of Harris’ policy proposals will like- 
ly just lead to increased prices. The 
value of the subsidies she’s offering 
will be absorbed by home sellers and 
landlords. 

Harris’ plan to subsidize down 
payments has the additional down- 
side of potentially saddling low- 
income homebuyers with mortgage 
debt they can’t afford, something we 
saw during the Great Recession. 
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Build it, and they will come: This public housing complex was the residence of Barack Obama’s 


aunt while she lived in the country illegally. Illegal immigrants take up thousands of public 
housing slots, even as millions of poor Americans wait for such housing. 


If the electorate buys into the schemes of 
Warren and Harris, or those of their ideo- 
logical allies, it will demonstrate that we 
didn’t learn our lessons from the “housing 
bubble” that burst in 2008. Indeed, if we 
repeat the mistakes, that bubble may well 
be inflated again. 

Speaking about Elizabeth Warren’s 
$500 billion program and Kamala Harris’ 
$100 billion plan (among others), colum- 
nist Jason Riley is more than a little du- 
bious of their potential efficacy. Riley, a 
member of the Wall Street Journals edi- 
torial board, commented in that paper on 
July 10, pointing out that the lack of af- 
fordable housing was not as widespread 
as many on the Left contended. It was, he 
acknowledged, a big problem 


in a few select places, such as Ari- 
zona, Florida and coastal California, 
where onerous land-use regulations 
were enacted at the behest of envi- 
ronmentalists. When you place vast 
swaths of land off-limits to develop- 
ers, the price of the remaining land — 
and of the homes built on it — rises 
accordingly. A record three million 
households received foreclosure no- 
tices in 2009, but 50% of them were 
sent to only four states. 
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Yes, multiple local and some state gov- 
ernments have made atrocious decisions 
when it comes to housing policies. But 
that assuredly does not mean that it is ad- 
visable to federalize such decisions — and 
then repeat the states’ poor decisions. 

As it is, anumber of states and localities 
are already resisting legal housing moves 
being made by the Trump administra- 
tion’s Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. HUD Secretary Ben Carson 
is getting serious pushback from (among 
others) top New York State and New York 
City officials because HUD is trying to 
protect poor American citizens and en- 
force the law. 

What is the hang-up? The impasse is 
caused because Carson is proposing a rule 
change that would stop illegal aliens from 
getting public housing aid. 

As Carson has explained: Section 214 
of the Housing and Community Develop- 
ment Act of 1980 “states that the secre- 
tary of HUD is prohibited from providing 
housing assistance to people who are in 
the country illegally. And what people 
sometimes don’t understand is that we 
have millions of legal Americans in line 
waiting for these very scarce resources.” 

According to HUD, there are about 1.6 
million applicants waiting to be consid- 
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ered for public housing across the nation. 
Yet at the same time, around 32,000 pub- 
lic household slots are being taken up by 
illegal immigrants. Meanwhile, the great 
majority of Americans who are legally en- 
titled to housing assistance — including 
seniors, children, and those with disabili- 
ties — are not receiving aid. 

The law states, as Carson has explained, 
that “if it is discovered that the home 
owner or the apartment leasee is harboring 
people who are illegal, the HUD secretary 
has a duty to remove them.” If members 
of Congress don’t like that law, as Carson 
has told them, “they need to change that.” 

How did this situation arise? Here’s the 
explanation, as described by Betsy Mc- 
Caughey, a former lieutenant governor of 
New York State: Two decades ago, 


then-President Bill Clinton issued 
an informal “field” recommenda- 
tion to loosen eligibility for welfare 
benefits without getting Congress’s 
approval. Clinton dubbed illegal im- 
migrants who have a baby born in 
the U.S. “mixed immigration status 
families” and made them eligible for 
public housing. As if the baby’s the 
one signing the lease. 


The mixed-immigration families are given 
a prorated amount of public assistance. 

According to Carson, only one of every 
four Americans who qualifies for public 
housing is able to get it. Fairness, he says, 
“requires that we devote ourselves to legal 
residents who have been waiting, some for 
many years.” 

On the other (left) hand, here’s the con- 
sidered judgment of New York Mayor 
Bill de Blasio, who has thundered: “This 
is what cruelty looks like.” 

There’s plenty of Marxism to go around, 
as in the vision of the Somalia-born Rep- 
resentative Ilhan Omar (D-Minn.), who 
says, “Housing is a human right.” 

How could we possibly live without 
bumptious, meddlesome politicians who 
presume to guarantee us a home sweet 
home? It sure would be refreshing to find 
out. 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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BY STEVE BYAS 


Trump: Guilty Until Proven Innocent? 


urning hundreds of 
years of tradition on 
its head — that a man 


is presumed innocent until 
he is proven guilty — the 
testimony of Special Coun- 
sel Robert Mueller revealed 
that the goal of his two-year 
investigation into allegations 
of Trump campaign collusion 
with the Russians was simply 
about getting President Don- 
ald Trump out of office. 

As the hearing opened, Jer- 
rold Nadler, a New York Democrat and chairman of the House 
Judiciary Committee conducting the hearing, asked Mueller 
about Trump’s assertion that he had been vindicated by the 
probe. 

“And what about total exoneration? Did you actually totally 
exonerate the president?” 

Mueller replied, “No.” 

Of course, this premise that an accused person must prove 
his innocence throws out centuries of legal tradition, going back 
even beyond the Magna Carta of 1215. It is not the job of a spe- 
cial prosecutor — or any prosecutor — to “totally exonerate” 
an accused person. If the prosecutor, or in this case a “special 
counsel,” cannot uncover enough evidence to charge a person 
with some specific crime, there simply is no case. To “totally 
exonerate” a person would require the proving of a negative. 
Accused persons in Nazi Germany or Soviet Russia often had 
to meet that standard — that they were totally innocent — but 
that has never before been the case in America. 

Representative John Ratcliffe (R-Texas) made this point to 
Mueller, telling the 74-year-old prosecutor that while the presi- 
dent, like any other American citizen, is not above the law, 
neither is he “below the law.” In other words, every American 
citizen is entitled to a presumption of innocence, including the 
president. 

When Republicans asked questions concerning just how 
the investigation of alleged Russian interference in the elec- 
tion began, they were repeatedly met with terse responses from 
Mueller that such questions were “outside my purview.” He 
showed no interest in the question of whether the investigation 
was simply a political ploy by the Hillary Clinton campaign, 
and even claimed that he did not know anything about Fusion 
GPS, a firm associated with the Democrats that developed the 
Steele “dossier,” which was used to obtain warrants from the 
FISA court. 

When responding to questions about Mueller having several 
lawyers on his staff who were strong supporters of Clinton, 
Trump’s opponent in the 2016 campaign, Mueller appeared 
agitated. “I’ve been in this business for almost 25 years, and in 
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those 25 years I have not had 
occasion, once, to ask some- 
body about their political af- 
filiation. It is not done. What 
I care about is the capability 
of the individual to do the job 
and do the job quickly and 
seriously and with integrity.” 

If hiring someone “with 
integrity” was Mueller’s 
standard, then it would appear 
that he failed miserably in this 
case, as it is clear that several 
members of his investigative 
team were Democratic Party activists desirous of finding some- 
thing — anything — to charge Trump with. Despite this obvious 
bias against Trump, Mueller was unable to find anything with 
which to obtain an indictment against the president. 

When asked if someone in his office tipped off CNN that 
political operative and Trump associate Roger Stone was going 
to be arrested, Mueller said that he could not get into that. 

But what tipping off CNN — a strongly anti-Trump news 
organization — reveals is that the entire Mueller probe was not 
about seeking justice or the truth, but simply going after Presi- 
dent Trump and those closely associated with him. 

Representative Louis Gohmert (R-Texas) zeroed in on the 
fundamental unfairness of the probe. “Listen, regarding collu- 
sion or conspiracy, you didn’t find evidence of any agreement, 
and I’m quoting you, ‘Among the Trump campaign officials 
and any Russian-linked individuals to interfere with our U.S. 
Election.’ Correct?” Gohmert then asked, “So you also note in 
the report that an element of any of those obstructions you ref- 
erenced requires a corrupt state of mind, correct?” 

Mueller said yes to both questions, and Gohmert continued, in 
a denunciation of the Mueller probe. “And if somebody knows 
they did not conspire with anybody from Russia to affect the 
election and they see the big Justice Department with people 
that hate that person coming after them and then a special coun- 
sel appointed who hires a dozen or more people that hate that 
person, and he knows he’s innocent, he’s not corruptly acting in 
order to see that justice is done. What he’s done is not obstruct- 
ing justice, he is pursuing justice — and the fact that you ran it 
out two years means you perpetuated injustice.” 

When the gavel interrupted Gohmert’s statement, Mueller 
responded, “I take your question.” 

By the conclusion of Mueller’s testimony, it was quite clear 
what many Americans have known for a long time — the pur- 
pose of the investigation was not to protect the country from 
foreign interference in the election process, or to seek justice, 
but as Gohmert charged, the purpose was to perpetuate an injus- 
tice, not only against the president of the United States, but the 
system of justice in the United States. Hl 
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Economics in One Lesson 


The shortest and surest way 

to understand basic econom- 
ECO NO M ICS ics. An introduction to basic 
= : mt economics based on a thorough 
analysis of the most popular eco- 
nomic fallacies. (1979ed, 218pp, 
pb, 1/$16.95ea;  2-4/$15.95ea; 
5+/$13.95ea) 
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Constitutional Principles Booklet Set 


es «oe = hee of the most important 
; » topics regarding the Con- 


stitution — the Electoral 
College, a Constitutional 
Convention, and Article 
VI — are explained from a 
constitutionalist viewpoint 
in these three booklets. Un- 
derstanding these topics is 
key to becoming an informed voter and responsible citizen. 
(2018, 1-4/$6.95ea; 5-9/$5.95ea; 10+/$4.95ea) 
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In the Shadows of the Deep State: 
Destroying Our Sovereignty — DVD 


I a. Want to know the primary organiza- 
i tion behind the Deep State, who its 
members are, and what its goals 
are? This 26-minute DVD is an in- 
troduction to a new book that an- 
swers those questions. The book is 
entitled In the Shadows of the Deep 
State: A Century of Council on For- 
eign Relations Scheming for World Gov- 
ernment by Arthur R. Thompson, CEO of The John Birch Soci- 
ety. (2019, 26min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) 
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Myths vs Facts — DVD SET 


This is a 40-part DVD se- 
ries hosted by Arthur R. 
Thompson, CEO of The John 
Birch Society. This DVD se- 
ries takes viewers through 
Thompson’s 2016 book, To 
the Victor Go the Myths & 
Monuments: The History of 
the First 100 Years of the War 
Against God and the Consti- 
tution, 1776-1876, and Its Modern Impact. (2019, 4-DVD set, 333 total 
mins, 1-4/$29.95ea; 5-9/$24.95ea; 10-19/$19.95ea; 20+/$14.95ea) 
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Dollars & Sense — DVD 


Dollars & $ense, by John F. McManus, is 
an excellent tool for teaching Ameri- 
cans about the nature of money 
and how to solve inflation. Sleeved 
DVD (2008, 48min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 
11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; — 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) Cased DVD (2008, 
48min, 1-9/$5.95ea; 10-24/$4.95ea; 
25-49/$3.95ea; 50-99/$2.95ea; 
100-249/$2.25ea; 250+/$1.75ea) 
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The Wall Street Trilogy: A History 


In this trilogy, Professor Anthony C. 
Sutton presents extensive research 
tracing the support and financial 
backing of world-changing events 
by Wall Street, including the 1917 
Bolshevik Revolution, Franklin Del- 
ano Roosevelt’s presidency, Hitler’s 
rise to power, World War II, and 
the beginnings of corporate social- 
ism. (2018 ed., pb, 528pp, $24.95ea; 
2+/$23.95ea) 


$24.95 BKWST 


Tangents — BOOKLET 


Learn how to avoid a couple dozen 
“tangents” that often distract mem- 
bers of The John Birch Society and 
their allies from implementing the 
Society's agenda of stopping the 
New World Order and promoting 
enforcement of the U.S. Consti- 
tution. Twenty-two tangents are 
described, ranging from “The In- 
come Tax Rebellion” to “Constitu- 
tional Convention.” (2019ed, 52pp, 
1-9/$3.95ea;_ 10-24/$3.00ea; 25-49/$2.50ea; 50-99/$2.00ea; 
100-+/$1.95ea) 
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Americanism 101 Booklet Set 


Find out about 
American _ lib- 
erty and the 
threats to it with 
this educational 
set of 15 book- 
lets. (1/$16.95ea; 
5-9/$15.95ea; 
10+/$14.95ea) 
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IN THE SHADOWS OF THE DEEP STATE 


Learn about the history of the CFR and its key role in implementing the 
Deep State’s agenda to bring about a one-world, socialist government. 
Includes a 2017 CFR membership list, updates, and added addendums! 


By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 
(2019ed, 372pp, 1-4/$10.95ea; 5-9/$9.00ea; 10-23/$7.50ea; 24+/$6.45ea) BKISODS 
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